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PHEFATORY NOTE. 


With what success the duty assigned to me has been 
executed in the following pages, I, of course, am no com¬ 
petent judge. I trust, however, they may suffice to show 
that the principles of our testimony concern the honour and 
prerogatives of Christ our Master, and that the Church of 
Scotland, if she was to continue to bte free, took the only 
alternative that was open to l)er at the Disruption, by ceasing 
to be Established. I may be allowed to say that the first 
chapter, and the first five sections of chapter second, are of a 
preliminary nature; taut they arc not intended as a formal 
discussion of the momentous points to which they relate; and 
that they arc given chiefly to set forth the bearing of the pre¬ 
sent position of the Free Church of Scotland upon truths 
dear to all of every name that hold the Head, and to suggest 
to such as take an interest in our contendings, that these in¬ 
deed belong to the grand controversy of the time, and that 
our Church has been striving for a necessary part of one great 
and f f orious whole. 

ANDREW GRAY. 

Pkrth, 16//t October, 18-15. 
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APPENDIX OE DOCUMENTS 


No. I. 

RESOLUTION OP 1838 AN ENT THE SPIRITUAL JURISDICTION 
OF THE CHURCH. 

The general Assembly, having heard and considered the over¬ 
tures on the independent jurisdiction of the Church of Scotland, 
agreed, by a majority, to the following resolution :— 

That the General Assembly of the Church of Scotland, while 
they unqualifiedly acknowledge the exclusive jurisdiction of 
the civil courts in regard to the civil rights and emoluments 
secured by law to the Church and ministers thereof, and will 
ever give and inculcate implicit obedience to their decisions 
thereanent, do resolve, that, as is declared in the Confession of 
Faith of this National Established Church, “ The Lord Jesus, as 
King and Head of his Church, hath therein appointed a government 
in the hand of Church officers, distinct from the civil magistrate 
and that in all matters touching the doctrine, government, and 
discipline of this Church, her judicatories possess an exclusive 
jurisdiction, founded on the Word of God; “ which power ecclesi¬ 
astical” (in the words of the Second Book of Discipline) “ flows 
immediately from God and the Mediator, Jesus Christ, and is 
spiritual, not having a temporal head on earth, but only Clirist, the 
only spiritual King and Governor of his Kirk;” and they do further 
resolve, that this spiritual jurisdiction, and the supremacy and sole 
Headship of the Lord Jesus Christ, on which it depends, they will 
assert, and at all hazards defend, by the help and blessing of that 
great God who, in the days of old, enabled their fathers, amid 
manifold persecutions, to maintain a testimony, even to the death, 
for Christ’s kingdom and crown; and, finally, that they will firmly 
enforce submission to the same upon the office-bearers and members 
of this Church, by the execution of her laws, in the exercise of the 
ecclesiastical authority wherewith they arc invested. 

L 3 
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No. II. 

EXTRACTS FROM CLAIM OF RIGHT. 

The General Assembly of the Church of Scotland, taking into 
consideration the solemn circumstances in which, in the inscrutable 
providence of God, this Church is now placed and that, notwith¬ 
standing the securities for the government thereof by general 
assemblies, synods, presbyteries, and kirk-sessions, and for the 
liberties, government, jurisdiction, discipline, rights, and privileges 
of the same, provided by the statutes of the realm, by the consti¬ 
tution of this country, as unalterably settled by the Treaty of 
Union, and by the oath “ inviolably to maintain and preserve” the 
same, required to be taken by each sovereign at. accession, as a 
condition precedent to the exercise of the royal authority—which 
securities might well seem, and had long been thought, to place 
the said liberties, government, jurisdiction, discipline, rights, and 
privileges of this Church beyond the reach of danger or invasion— 
these have been of late assailed by the very court to which the 
Church was authorized to look for assistance and protection, to an 
extent that threatens their entire subversion with till the grievous 
calamities to this Church and nation which would inevitably flow 
therefrom, did, and hereby do, solemnly nud in reliance on the 
grace and jiower of the Most High, resolve and agree on the fol¬ 
lowing Claim, Declaration, and Protest. 

After setting forth very fully the principles of the Church re¬ 
specting her jurisdiction, and showing the acknowledgment and 
ratification of these by the laws of Scotland, the Claim proceeds 
to the encroachments of the Court of Session:— 

Whereas, pending the efforts of the Church to accomplish tile 
desired alteration of the law, the Court of Session—a tribunal 
instituted by special Act of Parliament for the specific and limited 
purpose of “ doing nnd administvation of justice in all civil actions,”* 
with judges appointed simply “ to sit ami decide upon all actions 
civil,” +—not confining themselves to the determination of “ civil 
actions”—to the withholding of civil consequences from sentences 
of the Church courts which, in their judgment, were not warranted 
by the statutes recognising the jurisdiction of these courts—to 
the enforcing of the provision of the Act 1.3112, c. 117, for retention 
of the fruits of the benefice in case of wrongful refusal to admit a 
presentee, or the giving of other civil redress for any civil injury 
held by them to have heen wrongfully sustained in consequence 
thereof—have, in numerous and repeated instances, stepped beyond 
the province allotted to them by the constitution, and within which 
alone their decisions can be held to declare the law, or to have the 
force of law, deciding not only “ actions civil,” but “ causes spiri¬ 
tual and ecclesiastical”—and that, too, even where these had no 
connection with the exercise of the right of patronage—-and have 

* 1537, c. 36. - 1532, c. 1. 
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invaded the jurisdiction, and encroached upon the spiritual privi¬ 
leges, of the courts of this Church, in violation of the constitution 
of the country, in defiance of the statutes above mentioned, and 
in contempt of the laws of this kingdom: as, for instance. 

By interdicting presbyteries of the Church from admitting to 
a pastoral charge,* when about to be done irrespective of the 
civil benefice attached thereto, or even where there was no benefice, 
no right of patronage, no stipend, no manse or glebe, and no place 
of worship, or any patrimonial right-connected therewith. - ! 

By issuing a decree^ requiring and ordaining a Church court to 
take on trial, and admit to the office of the holy ministry in a par¬ 
ticular charge, a probationer or unovdained candidate for the 
ministry, and to intrude him also on the congregation, contrary to 
tile will of the people ; both in this and in the eases first mentioned 
meaning the Church’s exclusive jurisdiction in the admission of 
ministers, the preaching of the AVord, and administration of sacra¬ 
ments, recognised by statute to have been given by Coil ” directly 
to the Church, and to be beyond the limits of the secular jurisdic¬ 
tion. 

By prohibiting the communicants^ of the Church from intimat¬ 
ing tliciv dissent from a call proposed to be given to a candidate for 
the ministry to become their pastor. 

By granting interdict against the establishment of additional 
ministers to meet the wants of an increasing population, |j as un¬ 
interruptedly practised li-om the Reformation to this day; against 
constituting a new kirk-session iu a parish, to exercise discipline; 
and against innovating on its existing state, “ as regards pastoral 
superintendence, its kirk-session, ami jurisdiction and discipline 
thereto belonging.” 

By interdicting the preaching of the Gospel, and administration 
of ordinances,* throughout a whole district, by any minister of 
tlie Church under authority of the Church courts; thus assuming 
to themselves the regulation of the “ preaching of the Word” and 
“administration of the sacraments,” and at the same time invading 
the privilege, common to all the subjects of the realm, of having 
freedom to worship God according to their consciences, and under 
the guidance of the ministers of the communion to which they 
belong. 

By holding the members of inferior Church judicatories liable in 
damagesf for refusing to break their ordination vows and oaths 
(sworn by them in compliance with the requirements of the statutes 
of the realm, and, in particular, of the Act of Security embodied in 
the Treaty of Union), by disobeying and setting at defiance the 
sentences, in matters spiritual and ecclesiastical, of their superior 
Church judicatories; to which, by the constitution of the Church 

* 1st Lethendy Case. t Stcwarton Case, 
t Marnoch Case. § Daviot Case. 

i| Stcwarton Case. * Stratlibojfie Cases, 

r 2d AucbterarUer Case. 
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and country, they are in such matters subordinate and subject, and 
which, by their said vows and oaths, they stand pledged to obey. 

By interdicting the execution of the sentence of a Church judi¬ 
catory prohibiting a minister from preaching or administering 
ordinances within a particular parish,* pending the discussion of a 
cause in the Church courts as to the validity of his settlement 
therein. 

By interdicting the General Assembly and inferior Church judi¬ 
catories from inflicting Church censures; as in one case, where 
interdict was granted against the pronouncing of sentence of 
deposition upon a minister found guilty of theft, by a judgment 
acquiesced in by himself ;f in another, where a presbytery was 
interdicted from proceeding in the trial of a minister accused of 
fraud and swindling;! and in a third, where a presbytery was 
interdicted from proceeding with a libel against a licentiate for 
drunkenness, obscenity, and profane swearing.§ 

By suspending Church censures,|| inflicted by the' Church judi¬ 
catories in the exercise of discipline (which, by special statute, all 
“judges and officers of justice” are ordered “ to give due assistance” 
for making “ to be obeyed or otherwise effectual”), and so reponing 
ministers suspended from their office to the power of preaching 
and administering ordinances; thus assuming to themselves the 
“power of the kejs.” 

By interdicting the execution of a sentence of deposition from 
the office of the holy ministry, pronounced by the General Assem¬ 
bly of the Church ;* thereby also usurping the “ power of the 
keys,” and supporting deposed ministers in the exercise of minis¬ 
terial functions—which is declared by special statute to he a “ high 
contempt of the authority of the Church, and of the laws of the 
kingdom establishing the same.” 

By assuming to judge of the right of individuals elected members 
of the General Assembly to sit therein,f and interdicting them from 
taking their seats: thus interfering with the constitution of the 
supreme court of the Church, and violating her freedom in the 
holding of General Assemblies, secured to her by statute. 

By, in the greater number of instances above referred to, requir¬ 
ing the inferior judicatories of the Church to disobey the sentences, 
in matters spiritual and ecclesiastical, of the superior judicatories, 
to which, by the constitution in Church and State, they arc sub¬ 
ordinate and subject, and which, in compliance with the provisions 
of the statutes of the realm, their members have solemnly sworn to 
obey; thus subverting “ the government of the Church by kirk- 
sessions, presbyteries, provincial synods, and general assemblies,” 
settled by statute and the Treaty of Union as “ the only govern¬ 
ment of the Church within the kingdom of Scotland.” 

* Culsamond Case. f Cambusnethan Case. 

t Stranraer Case. $ 4th Lethendy Case. 

|| 1st and 2d Strathbogie Cases. * 3d Strathbogie Case. 

T 5th Strathbogie Case. 
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By all which acts the said Court of Session, apparently not 
adverting to the oath taken by the Sovereign, from whom they 
hold their commissions, have exercised powers not conferred upon 
them by the constitution, but by it excluded from the province of 
any secular tribunal; have invaded the jurisdiction of the courts 
of the Church; have subverted its government; have illegally 
attempted to coerce Church courts in the exercise of their purely 
spiritual functions; have usurped the “ power of the keys”—have 
wrongfully acclaimed, a| the subjects of their civil jurisdiction, to 
be regulated by their decrees, ordination of laymen to the office of 
the holy ministry, admission to the cure of souls. Church censures, 
the preaching of the Word, and the administration of the sacra¬ 
ments; and have employed the means intrusted to them for enforc¬ 
ing submission to their lawful authority in compelling submission 
to that which they have usurped—in opposition to the doctrines of 
God’s Word set forth in the Confession of Faith, as ratified by 
statute—in violation of the constitution—in breach of the Treaty 
of Union, and in disregard of divers express enactments of the 
Legislature. 

And whereas further encroachments are threatened on the 
government and discipline of the Church as by law established,* 
in actions now depending before the said court, in which it is sought 
to have sentences of deposition from the office of the holy ministry 
reduced and set aside,t and minorities of inferior judicatories 
authorized to take on trial, and admit to the office of the holy 
ministry, in disregard of, and in opposition to, the authority of the 
judicatories of which they are members, and of the superior judica¬ 
tories to which they are subordinate and subject; 

And whereas the government and discipline of Christ’s Church 
cannot be carried on according to his laws and the constitution of 
his Church, subject to the exercise, by any secular tribunal, of such 
powers as have been assumed by the said Court of Session ; 

And Whereas this Church, highly valuing, as she has ever 
done, her connection, on the terras contained in the statutes herein 
before recited, with the State, and her possession of the temporal 
benefits thereby secured to her for the advantage of the people, 
must, nevertheless, even at the risk and hazard of the loss of that 
connection and of these public benefits—deeply as she would 
deplore and deprecate such a result for herself and the nation— 
persevere in maintaining her liberties as a Church of Christ, and in 
carrying on the government thereof on her own constitutional prin¬ 
ciples, and must refuse to intrude ministers on her congregations, 
to obey the unlawful coercion attempted to be enforced against her 
in the exercise of her spiritual functions and jurisdiction, or to 
consent that her people be deprived of their rightful liberties; 

THEREFORE the General Assembly, while, us above set forth, 
they fully recognise the absolute jurisdiction of the civil courts in 

* 4th Strathbogie Case. 

t 3d Auchterarder Case; 3d Lethendy Case. 
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relation to all matters whatsoever of a civil nature, and especially 
in relation to all the temporalities conferred by the State upon the 
Church, and the civil consequences attached hv law to the decisions, 
in matters spiritual, of the Church courts, i)0, in name and on 
behalf of this Church, and of the nation and people of Scotland, 
and under the sanction of the several statutes, and the Treaty of 
Union herein before recited, claim, as of bight, that she shall 
freely possess and enjoy her liberties, government, discipline, rights, 
and privileges, according to law, especially for the defence of the 
spiritual liberties of her people, and that she shall be protected 
therein from the foresaid unconstitutional and illegal encroach¬ 
ments of the said Court of Session, and her people secured in their 
Christian and constitutional rights mul liberties. 

And they declare that they cannot, in accordance with the 
Word of God, the authorized and ratified standards of this Church, 
and the dictates of their consciences, intrude ministers on reclaiming 
congregations, or carry on the government of Christ’s Church, 
subject to the coercion attempted by the Court of Session as above 
set forth; and that, at the risk and hazard of suffering the loss of 
the secular benefits conferred by the State, and the public advant¬ 
ages of an Establishment, they must, as by God’s grace they will, 
refuse so to do; for, highly as they estimate these, they cannot 
put them in competition with the inalienable liberties of a Church 
of Christ, which, alike by their duty and allegiance to their Head 
and King, and by their ordination vows, they are bound to maintain, 
“notwithstanding of whatsoever trouble or’persecution may arise.” 

And they protest, that all and whatsoever Acts of the Parlia¬ 
ment of Great Britain, passed without the consent of this Church 
and nation, in alteration of, or derogation to, the aforesaid govern¬ 
ment, discipline, rights, and privileges of this Church (which were 
not allowed to be treated of by the commissioners for settling tile 
terms of the union between the two kingdoms, but were secured 
by antecedent stipulation, provided to be inserted, and inserted, in 
the Treaty of Union, as an unalterable and fundamental condition 
thereof, and so reserved from the cognizance and power of the 
federal legislature created by the said Treaty); as also, all and 
whatsoever sentences of courts in contravention of the same go¬ 
vernment, discipline, rights, and privileges, are, and shall be, in 
themselves void and null, and of no legal force or effect; and that, 
while they will accord full submission to all such Acts and sen¬ 
tences, in so far—though in so far only—as these may regard civil 
rights and privileges, whatever may be tlieir opinion of the justice 
or legality of the same, their said submission shall not be deemed 
an acquiescence therein, but that it shall be free to the members of 
this Church, or tlieir successors, at any time hereafter when there 
shall be a prospect of obtaining justice, to claim the restitution of 
all such civil rights and privileges, anil temporal benefits and en¬ 
dowments, as for the present they may be compelled to yield up, 
in order to preserve to their office-bearers the free exercise of tlieir 



spiritual government and discipline, and to their people the liber¬ 
ties, of which respectively it has been attempted, so contrary to 
law and justice, to deprive them. 

And, finally, the General Assembly call the Christian people 
of this kingdom, and all the Churches of the Reformation through¬ 
out the world, who hold the great doctrine of the sole Headship of 
the Lord Jesus over his Church, to witness, that it is for their 
adherence to that doctrine, as set forth in their Confession of 
Faith, and ratified by the laws of this kingdom, and for the main¬ 
tenance by them of the jurisdiction of the office-bearers, and the 
freedom and privileges of the members of the Church, from that 
doctrine flowing, that this Church is subjected to hardship, and 
that the rights so sacredly pledged and secured to her are put in 
peri! ; and they especially invite all the office-bearers and members 
ot this Church, who are willing to suffer for their allegiance to 
their adorable King and Head, to stand by the Church, and by 
each other, in defence of the doctrine aforesaid, and of the liberties 
and privileges, whether of office-bearers or people, which rest upon 
it; and to unite in supplication to Almighty God, that he would 
be pleased to turn the hearts of the rulers of this kingdom, to keep 
unbroken the faith pledged to this Church in former days, by sta¬ 
tutes and solemn treaty, and the obligations come under to God 
himself to preserve and maintain the government and discipline of 
this Church in accordance with his Word; or otherwise, that lie 
would give strength to this Church—office-bearers and people—to 
■ndure resignedly the loss of the temporal benefits of an Establish¬ 
ment, and the personal sufferings and sacrifices to which they may 
be called, and would also inspire them with zeal and energy to pro¬ 
mote tire advancement of his Son’s kingdom, in whatever condition 
t may be Ins will to place them; and that, in his own good time, 
he would restore to them these benefits, the fruits of the struggles 
and sufferings of their fathers in times past in the same cause; aud 
'hereafter give them grace lo employ them more effectually than 
hitherto they have done for the manifestation of his glory. 


No. III. 

PROTEST UY COMMISSIONERS TO THE GENERAL ASSEM- 
HLY, READ IN PRESENCE OF THE ROYAL COMMIS¬ 
SIONER, IKth may, 1843. 

At Edinburgh, and within u large Hall at Canonmills, 
the 1 8th day of May, 1843 years. — Sess. 1. 

The commissioners to the General Assembly of the Church of 
Scotland, appointed to have been holdeu this day, having met iu 
St. Andrew’s Church, the ministers and elders, commissioners 
thereto, whose names are appended to the Protest then and 
there made, and herein after inserted, having withdrawn from 
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that place, and having convened in a large hall at Canonmills, in 
presence of a great concourse of ministers, elders, and people, 
and having duly constituted themselves in the name of the Head 
of the Church, and appointed the Rev. Dr. Chalmers to be their 
moderator, the Protest above-mentioned was produced and read, 
and thereafter ordered to be recorded as follows:— 

We, the undersigned ministers and elders, chosen as commis¬ 
sioners to the General Assembly of the Church of Scotland indicted 
to meet this day, but precluded from holding the said Assembly by 
reason of the circumstances herein after set forth—in consequence 
of which a free Assembly of the Church of Scotland, in accordance 
with the laws and constitution of the said Church, cannot at this 
time be holden— 

Considering that the Legislature, by the rejection of the Claim 
of Right adopted by the last General Assembly of the said Church, 
and their refusal to give redress and protection against the jurisdic¬ 
tion assumed, and the coercion of late repeatedly attempted to be 
exercised, over the courts of the Church in matters spiritual by the 
civil courts, have recognised and fixed the conditions of the Church 
Establishment, as henceforward to subsist in Scotland, to be such 
as those have been pronounced and declared by the said civil courts 
in they; several recent decisions in regard to matters spiritual and 
ecclesiastical, whereby it has been held inter alia ,— 

1st, That the courts of the Church by law established, and mem¬ 
bers thereof, are liable to be coerced by the civil courts in 
the exercise of their spiritual functions, and in particular in 
the admission to the office of the holy ministry, and the con¬ 
stitution of the pastoral relation; and that they are subject 
to be compelled to intrude ministers on reclaiming congre¬ 
gations in opposition to the fundamental principles of the 
Church, and their views of the Word of God, and to the 
liberties of Christ’s people. 

2d, That the said civil courts have power to interfere with and 
interdict the preaching of the Gospel and administration of 
ordinances, as authorized and enjoined by the Church courts 
of the Establishment. 

'.id, That the said civil courts have power to suspend spiritual 
censures pronounced by the Church courts of the Establish¬ 
ment against ministers and probationers of the Church, and 
to interdict their execution as to spiritual effects, functions, 
and privileges. 

4th, That the said civil courts have power to reduce and set aside 
the sentences of the Church courts of the Establishment 
deposing ministers from the office of the holy ministrv, and 
depriving probationers of their license to preach the Gospel, 
with reference to the spiritual status, functions, and privi¬ 
leges, of such ministers and probationers—restoring them 
to the spiritual office and status of which the Church courts 
had deprived them. 



.tlh. That, the saut civil courts have power to determine on the 
right to sit as members of the supreme and other judicato¬ 
ries of the Church bylaw established, and to issue interdicts 
against sitting and voting therein, irrespective of the judg¬ 
ment anil determination of the said judicatories. 

f<lli, That the said civil courts have power to supersede the majo¬ 
rity of a Church court of the Establishment, in regard to 
the exercise of its spiritual functions as a Church court, and 
to authorize the minority to exercise the said functions, in 
opposition to the court itself, and to the superior judicato¬ 
ries of the Establishment. 

7 Ih, That the said eivil courts have power to stay processes of 
discipline pending before courts of the Church by law 
established, and to interdict such courts from proceeding 
therein. 

•'/A, That no pastor of a congregation can be admitted into the 
Church courts of the Establishment, and allowed to rule as 
well as to teach, agreeably to the institution of the office by 
the Head of the Church, nor to sit in any of the judicatories 
of the Church, inferior or supreme; and that no additional 
provision can be made for the exercise of spiritual discipline 
among the members of the Church, though not affecting 
any patrimonial interests, and no alteration introduced in 
the state of pastoral superintendence and spiritual discipline 
in any parish, without the sanction of a eivil court. 

VII which jurisdiction and power on the part of the. said civil 
courts severally above specified, whatever proceeding may 
have given occasion to its exercise, is, in our opinion, in 
itself inconsistent with Christian liberty, and with the autho¬ 
rity which the Head of the Church hath conferred on the 
Church alone. 

And further, considering that a General Assembly com¬ 
posed, in accordance with the laws and fundamental principles ol 
the Church, in part of commissioners themselves admitted without 
the sanction of the civil court, or chosen by presbyteries composed 
in part of members not having that sanction, cannot be constituted 
as an Assembly of the Establishment without disregarding the law 
and the legal conditions of the same as now fixed and declared ; 

And further, considf.ring that such commissioners as afore¬ 
said would, as members of an Assembly of the Establishment, be 
liable to be interdicted from exercising their functions, and to be 
subjected to civil coercion at the instance of any individual having 
interest who might apply to the eivil courts for that purpose; 

And considering furtiif.r, that civil coercion has already 
been in divers instances applied for and used, whereby eertain com 
missioners, returned to the Assembly this day appointed to have 
been hidden, have beeu interdicted from claiming their seats, and 
from sitting and voting therein; and certain presbyteries have been, 
by interdicts directed against their members, prevented from freely 



choosing commissioners to the said Assembly, whereby the freedom 
of such Assembly, and the liberty of election thereto, lias been 
forcibly obstructed and taken away ; 

And fuiitiik it, considering that, in these circumstances, a 
free Assembly of the Church of Scotland, by law established, can¬ 
not at this time be lioldcu, and that an Assembly in accordance 
with the fundamental principles of the Church, cannot be consti¬ 
tuted in connection with the State, without violating the conditions 
which must now, since the rejection by the Legislature of the 
Church’s Claim of ltight, be held to be the conditions of the Esta¬ 
blishment ; 

And considering that, while heretofore, as members of Church 
judicatories ratified by law and recognised by the constitution of 
the kingdom, we held ourselves entitled and bound to exercise and 
maintain the. jurisdiction vested in these judicatories with the sanc¬ 
tion of the constitution, notwithstanding the decrees as to matters 
spiritual and ecclesiastical of the civil courts—because we could not 
see that the State had required submission thereto as a condition 
of the Establishment; hut, on the contrary, were satisfied that the 
State, by the Acts of the Parliament of Scotland, for ever and 
unalterably secured to this nation by the Treaty of Union, had 
repudiated any power in the civil courts to pronounce such decrees 
—we are now constrained to acknowledge it to he the mind and 
will of the State, as recently declared, that such submission should 
and does form a condition of the Establishment, and of the posses¬ 
sion of the benefits thereof; and that as we cannot, without com¬ 
mitting what we believe to be sin—-in opposition to God’s law, in 
disregard of the honour and authority of Christ’s crown, and in 
violation of our own solemn vows—comply with this condition, we 
cannot in conscience continue connected with, and retain the bene¬ 
fits of, an Establishment to which such condition is attached. 

We, therefore, the ministers and ciders foresaid, on this, the 
first occasion since the rejection by the Legislature of the Church's 
Claim of Right, when the commissioners chosen from throughout 
the bounds of the Church to the General Assembly’'appointed to 
have been this day holden, arc convened together, do protest, 
that the conditions foresaid, while we deem them contrary to, and 
subversive of the settlement of. Church government etfee.ted at the 
Revolution, and solemnly guaranteed by the Act of Security and 
Treaty of Union, are also at variance with God’s Word, in opposi¬ 
tion to the doctrines and fundamental principles of the Church of 
Scotland, inconsistent with the freedom essential to the right con¬ 
stitution of a Church of Christ, and incompatible with the govern¬ 
ment which he, as the Head of his Church, hath therein appointed, 
distinct from the civil magistrate. 

And we further protest, that any Assembly constituted in sub¬ 
mission to the conditions now declared to bo law, and under the 
civil coercion which has been brought to bear on the election of 
commissioners to the Assembly this day appointed to have been 



holilen, anil on the commissioners chosen thereto, is not, and shall 
not ho deemed, a lawful and free Assembly of the Clmreli of Scot¬ 
land, according to the original and fundamental principles thereof: 
and that the Claim, Declaration, anil Protest, of the General Assem¬ 
bly which convened at Edinburgh in May IS4‘2, as the Act of a free 
arid lawful Assembly of the said Church, shall he holilen as setting 
forth the true constitution of the said Church, and that the said 
Claim, along with the laws of the Church now subsisting, shall in 
nowise be affected by whatsoever Acts and proceedings of any As¬ 
sembly constituted under the conditions now declared to he the 
law, and in submission to the coercion now imposed on the Esta¬ 
blishment. 

Anil, finally, while firmly asserting the right and duty of the civil 
m.tgis' ate to maintain and support an establishment of religion in 
accordance with Coil’s Word, and reserving to ourselves and our 
successors to strive by all lawful means, as opportunity shall in 
God’s good providence he offered, to secure the performance of this 
duty agreeably to the Scriptures, and in implement of the statutes 
of the kingdom of Scotland and the obligations of the Treaty of 
Union as understood by us anil our ancestors, hut acknowledging 
that we do not hold ourselves at liberty to retain the benefits of the 
Establishment, while we cannot comply with the conditions now to 
he deemed thereto attached—we protkst, that in the circum¬ 
stances in which wc are placed, it is, and shall he, lawful for us, and 
such other commissioners chosen to the Assembly appointed to 
have been this day holilen as may concur with us, to withdraw to a 
separate place of meeting, for the purpose of taking steps for our¬ 
selves ami all who adhere to us—maintaining with us the Confes¬ 
sion of Faith and standards of the Church of Scotland, as here¬ 
tofore understood—for separating in an orderly way from the 
Establishment; and thereupon adopting such measures as may he 
competent to us, in humble dependence on God’s grace and the aid 
of the Holy Spirit, for the advancement of his glory, the extension 
of the Gospel of our Lord and Saviour, and the administration of 
the affairs of Christ’s house according to his Holy Word ; and we 
do now, for the purpose foresaid, withdraw accordingly, humbly 
and solemnly acknowledging the hand of the Lord in the things 
which have come upon us, because of our manifold sins, and the 
sins of this Church and nation; but, at the same time, with an 
assured conviction that we are not responsible for any conse¬ 
quences that may follow from this our enforced separation from an 
Establishment which we loved and prized, through interference with 
conscience, the dishonour done to Christ’s crown, and the rejection 
of his sole and supreme authority as King in his Church. 
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STATISTICS RELATIVE TO TIIE CONVOCATION AND OIS- 
llUl’TION. 

1 . 

Signed the Requisition railing the meeting of Convocation .‘fci 
Of these there adhered to the Free Church. .‘ill 

Left in the Establishment. 2 

' 2 . 

There were entered on the Sederunt of the first diet of the 

Convocation. 4.44 

From which fall to he deducted unordained Strathhogie 
missionaries, fi, apd Mr. Hamilton, London, 1. 7 

127 

There were enrolled at subsequent diets. .48 

* Total number present at Convocation . 4(15 

Excuses for non-attendance, made bv letter or otherwise, on 

the part of. hit 

Total number concurring in the object of the meeting. .MS 

.'1. First Scries of Convocation's Resolutions. 

Adhered during the, meeting of Convocation. 1:1.4 

There adhered afterwards by letter. 

i>22 

Withdrew previous to Disruption. 1 

.MS 

Died previous to Disruption. .4 

Adherents at the Jime of Disruption. .Mb 

4. Second Series of Convocation's Resolutions. 

Adhered during the meeting of Convocation. .4;»b 

Adhered subsequently by letter. 1 

ISO 

Withdrew previous to Disruption. .4 

477 

Died previous to Disruption. .4 

Adherents to Second Series at time of Disruption. 471 

* Thirteen additional ministers appear to have received tickets. These 
must either Imvo absented themselves, or declined to answer to their name. 
at the first diet, or neglected to leave triven in their names afterwards. 
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1M‘ this number 7 5 were not enrolled as members of the Convo¬ 
cation, although a considerable part of the 75 had expressed their 
concurrence in the object of the meeting. 

a. Protest read in presence of the Royal Commissioner, 18i/i May 


1813. 

Signed by... 20.“ 

Viz.—Ministers .. t . I—<> 

Elders... 77 

6. Disruption. 

Ministers who left the Establishment. 17 ; ' ; 

Of whom there returned . -1 


Exact number who left 


•171 


7. Elders. 

At the Glasgow Assembly, returns were reported from Mil 
parishes stating the number of adhering Elders in these 
parishes to be .1681 


Since October 1843 there has been no Report to the Assembly 
on the subject; the number, however, may be given at about 2001). 

Thomas Pitcairn, 

Clerk of Assembly and Convocation. 

October 23, 1845. 


THE END. 














CONSTITUTIONAL CATECIIISS? 


OF THE 

FREE CHURCH OF SCOTLAND. 


CHAPTER I. 

THE . CHURCH. 

Ques. 1.— To what Church do you belong ? 

Ans. —To the Free Church of Scotland. 

Q. 2.— What is your reason ? 

A .—Because I regard its doctrines as scriptural, and its 
constitution and government as agreeable to the Word of God. 

Q. 3. — Where shall we fnd an authorized exhibition of its 
doctrines ? 

A .—In the Westminster Confession of Faith, and in the 
Larger and Shorter Catechisms. 

Q. 4. —Why do you call it the Free Church of Scotland ? 

%A .—For several reasons: — 

1. To distinguish it from another body which claims to be 
the Church of Scotland, and is recognised as such by the 
civil power of this country. 

2. To commemorate the struggle for freedom, wherein, 
through great temporal sacrifices, God enabled this Church 
to overcome at the Disruption of the Establishment in May 
1843. 

3. To bear a constant and marked protest against the usur¬ 
pation, on the one hand, and the surrender, on the other, of 
the rights and liberties of the Church of Christ, 

Q. f >.—What do you understand by a Church of Christ ? 
n 
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A. —A Church of Christ is a body or community professing 
and maintaining the saving truths of the Gospel, and formed, 
under Christ’s authority, for the keeping of Christian ordi¬ 
nances, and, through the grace of the Spirit accompanying the 
use of divinely appointed means, for the gathering, edifying, 
and perfecting of God’s people. 

Q. 6. — Is the Free Church of Scotland a body of this de¬ 
scription ? 

A. —I consider it to be so. 

Q. 7 .—What do you understand by the Church of Christ ? 

A .—The Church of Christ has a twofold meaning:— 

1. It signifies the whole number of the elect, who, before 
the foundation of the world, were given of the Father unto 
the Son, that by the Son they might be redeemed; and who, 
in due time are called, justified, and glorified. Thus taken, 
it is commonly named the Catholic, or Universal Church 
invisible, (a) 

‘2. It signifies all those throughout the world who profess 
the true faith of Jesus, and subjection to his laws, along with 
their children. In this sense we speak of it as the Catholic, 
or Universal Church visible. (6) 

Q. 8 .—In what relation does a particular Church—the 
Free Church of Scotland, for example — stand to the Church 
of Christ, as now described ? 

A .—A particular Church is a branch of the catholic visible 
Church, and all its members are members of the same; and 
such of its members as are, or are ordained of God to be, sav¬ 
ingly united to Christ, belong to the invisible Church. 

(a) Ephes. v. 25— 27 .—Christ also loved the church and gave 
himself for it; that he might sanctify and cleanse it, with the wash¬ 
ing of water by the word; that he might present it to himself a 
glorious church not having spot or wrinkle, or any such thing; but 
that it should be holy and without blemish. 

(b) Acts ii. 47.—The Lord added to the chureh daily such as 
should be saved. 1 Cor. xii. 28.—And God hath set some in 
the church; first apostles; secondarily, prophets; thirdly, teachers ; 
after that, miracles; then gifts of healings, helps, governments, 
diversities of tongues. 
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CHAPTER II. 

THE HEAD OF THE CHURCH. 


Section I. —General View of the Headship of 
Christ. 

Q- 9. Who is the Head, of the invisible Church ? 

A .—The Lord Jesns Christ, (c) 

Q. 10.— Who is the Head of the visible Church ? 

A .—The Lord Jesus Christ, (d) 

Q- 11 -—Who is the head of the particidar Churches com¬ 
prehended in the visible Church ? 

A -—The Lord Jesus Christ is the only Head of each of the 
particular Churches of Christ throughout the world, (e) 

(c) Col. i. 18.—He is the head of the body, the church : who is 
the beginning, the first horn from the dead, that in all things he 
might have the pre-eminence. 

(d) Isniali ix. (5, 7.—Unto us a child is born, unto ns a son is 
given; and the government shall be upon his shoulder. Of the 
increase of his government nnd peace there shall be no end, upon 
the throne of David, and upon his kingdom to order it, and to 
establish it with judgment and with justice, from henceforth even 
for ever. Luke i. 32, .'i.'i.—The Lord God shall give unto him the 
throne of his father David; and he sj^ill reign over the house of 
Jacob for ever; and of his kingdom there shall be no end. Matt, 
xxiii. 8—10.—-Be not ye called Habbi: for one is your mas¬ 
ter, even Christ, and all ye are brethren. And call no man your 
Father upon the earth : for one is your Father which is in heaven. 
A either be yc called masters : for one is vour master, even Christ. 
John xiii. 13.—Yc call me master and Lord and ve sav well, for 
so I am. 

(e) Rev. i. 10—13.—I was in the Spirit on the Lord’s-day, and 
heard behind me a great voice, ns of a trumpet, saying, I am Alpha 
and Omega, the first and the last: and what thou seest, write in a 
book, and send it unto the seven churches which arc in Asia; unto 
Ephesus, and unto Smyrna, and unto Pcrgamos, and unto Thya- 
tira, and unto Sardis, and unto Philadelphia, and unto Laodicea. 
And I turned to see the voice that spake with me. And being 
turned I saw seven golden candlesticks; and in the midst of the 
seven candlesticks one like unto the Son of man, clothed with a 
garment down to the foot, and girt about the paps with a golden 
girdle. Rev. ii. 1.—Unto the angel of the church of Ephesus 
write: These things saitli he that holdeth the seifcn stars in his right 
hand, who walketh in the midst of the seven golden candlesticks. 

b 2 
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Q. 12.— Who is the Head of the individual members and 
office-bearers of the Church ? 

A. — “ The Head of every man is Christ.” (/) 

Q. 13.— Is our Lord the Head of every Christian congre¬ 
gation ? 

A .—He is the Head of every Christian congregation. (</) 
Q. 14 .—Is not Christ also Head over the nations ? 

A. —He is “ the Prince of the kings of the earth,” and 
<f Head over all things to the Church.” (h) 

Q. 15 .—What do you mean when you say that Christ is 
the Head of the invisible Church ? 

A .—The meaning is, that as the second man, the last 
Adam, he is its Representative and Surety in the everlasting 
covenant; that he is the Bridegroom, and that it is his Bride 
and Spouse ; and that it is his Body, even the body of Him 
who fillcth all in all. 

Q. 10.— What is your meaning when you say that Christ 
is the Head of the visible Church ? 


(/) 1 Cor. xi. 3.—The head of every man is Christ. 1 Cor. iv. 

4. —lie that judgeth me is the Lord. Ephes. vi. 5—!).—Servants 
be obedient to them that are your masters according to the flesh, 
with fear and trembling, h®8ingleness of your heart, as unto Christ; 
not with eye service, as men pleasers; but as the servants of Christ, 
doing the will of God from the heart; with good will doing service, 
as to the Lord and not to men; knowing that whatsoever good 
thing any man doetli, the same shall ho receive of the Lord, whe¬ 
ther lie be bond or free. And, ye masters, do the same things unto 
them, forbearing threatening : knowing that your master also is 
in heaven; neither is there respect of persons with him. John xv. 

5. —I am the vine, ye are the branches. 

(g) Matt, xviii. 20.—Where two or three are gathered to gether 
in my name, there mn 1 in the midst of them. 

(h) Ps. lxxxix. 27.—1 will make him my first bom, higher than 
the kings of the earth. Rev. i. 5.—Jesus Christ, who is the faith¬ 
ful witness, and the first begotten of the dead, and the prince of the 
kings of the earth. Ephes i. 21, 22.—Ear above all principality, 
and power, and might, and dominion, and every name that is 
named, not only in this world, but also in that which is to come; 
and hath put all things under his feet, and gave him to be the head 
over all tilings to the church, ltev. xix. l(i.—And he hath on his 
vesture and on liiAhigli a name written, King of kings, and Lord 
of lords. 
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A. —I mean tlmt it is the kingdom of which he is the only 
Lord and Lawgiver ; of the institutions of which he is the sole 
Author; and the peculiar privileges, immunities, and benefits 
enjoyed by which proceed from, and are conferred by him 
alone. 

Q. 17.— What do you mean when you say that Christ is 
the Head of every particular Church, or branch of the visible 
Church ? 

A. —The meaning is, that what he is to the whole, he is, 
and must be, to every part; since it would be subversive of 
the relation in which he stands to the universal body ns its 
Head, to suppose him not to stand in the very same relation 
to the several communities of which the catholic Church is 
made up. 

Q. It *.—What do you mean when you cull Christ the Head 
of every individual, Church member and office-bearer ? 

A .—That every Christian has immediate union and com¬ 
munion with Christ, as the only fountain of grace, truth, and 
spiritual authority ; and that no other party, whether civil or 
ecclesiastical, can come between Christ and his disciple, as the 
giver or withholdcr of spiritual influence and blessing ; or is 
warranted to come between Christ aitd his disciple, whether 
the disciple be an office-bearer nr only a member, for the pur¬ 
pose of lording it over his conscience, in respect of what he is 
to regard as the will of his Master. 

Q. 19 .—Is the Christian s riyht of private judyment, then, 
involved in the Headship of Christ ? 

A .—It is. 

Q. 20. — What do you mean by valliny Christ the Head of 
every conyreyativn in the Church ! 

A .—That when a congregation has to act collectively, and 
as an organized body, it is bound to seek out, and to walk by, 
bis will alone, and has a right to be wholly free from coercion, 
whether civil or ecclesiastical. 

Q. 21.— Can you specify any important ^casion on which 
a cuttyreyation has to act in its collective cafiicity ? 

B 3 
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A. —Yes; such an occasion is when it has to choose a pas¬ 
tor, ov other office-bearer; or to declare if it accepts the pastor 
or other office-bearer proposed to it, 

Q. 22 .—What do you mean when you say that Christ is 
Head over the nations ? 

A .— That the nations are subjected to him for the benefit 
of his Church. 

Q. 23.— What duly devolves upon nations in consequence 
of this ? 

A .—They are bound to own their subjection to Christ ; (i) 
to recognise liis voice speaking to them and to the Church in 
the Scriptures; to guard the liberties of the Church ; (j) to 
have respect to the interests thereof in the administration of 


(i) Ps. ii. 7, 12.—I will declare the decree : the Lord hath said 
unto me, Thou art my Son ; this day have I begotten thee. Ask oi 
me, and 1 shall give thee the heathen for thine inheritance, and the 
uttermost parts of the earth for thy possession. Thou shalt break 
them with a rod of iron; thou shalt dash them in pieces like a pot¬ 
ter’s vessel. 15c vise now, therefore, O ye kings; he instructed, ye 
judges of tin; earth. Serve the Lord with tear, and rejoice with 
trembling. Ivi-« the son lest lie be angry, and ye perish from the 
way, when his wrath is kindled but a little. 

(j) EiOil. v. 2.—Pharoah said, "Who is the Lord, that I should obey 
(lis voice to let Lracl go?* I know not the Lord, neither will I let 
Israel go. Jonah iii. •> —7, lth—So the people of Nineveh believed 
God, ami proclaimed a last, and put on sackcloth, from the great¬ 
est of them even to the least of them. For word came unto the 
king of Nineveh, and lie arose from his throne, and he laid liis robe 
irom him. and covered him with sackcloth, and satin ashes. And 
he caused it to In proclaimed and published through Nineveh, 
tiv the decree of the king and liis nobles. And God saw their 
works, that they turned from tlieir evil way; and God repented of 
the evil that lie Lad said that he would do unto them; and he did 
it. not. Is. lx. !>. Ill, 12.—Surely the isles shall wait for me, and 
the ships of Tar.-hidi lirst. to bring thy sons from far, their silver 
and their gold with them, unto the name of the Lord thy God, and 
to the Holy One of Israel, because lie hath glorified thee. And 
the sons of sirangt i s shall build up thy walls, and their kings shall 
minister unto tin e. The nation and kingdom that will not serve 
thee shall perish. Ps. lxxii. 10, 11.—The kings of Tnrshish and of 
the isles slialj bring presents: the kings of Sheba and Seba shall 
offer gifts. Yea, kings shall fall down before him; all nations 
shall serve bun. W 
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their affairs ; and to employ their power and resources in such 
a way as shall best contribute to its successful progress within 
their territory, and throughout the world. (Is) 

Q. 21 .—Can you yive a more particular explanation of the 
Headship of our Lord as regards the visible Church , and the 
true branches of the same ? 

A. —Yes; there are five distinct senses in which his Head¬ 
ship may be taken:— 

1. He is the Head of existence to the visible Church, and 
the branches thereof. 

2. He is the Head of ordinances therein. 

3. He is the Head of knoudedye. 

4. lie is the Head of iujlnence. 

5. He is the Head of authority. 


Section II.—Ciiuist the Head of Existence to the 
Church. 

Q. 25 . —How is he the Head of existence to the 
Church / 

A .—Inasmuch as the being of the Cltjivch is derived from 
him, and the organization of it is his work. lie creates the 
Church (l) he builds it. 


(k) Ezra vi. 22.—The Lord turned the heart of the king of Assy¬ 
ria uuto them, to strengthen their hands in the work of the house 
of God, the God of Israel. Ezra vii. 27.-—Blessed he the Lord God 
of our fathers which hath put such a tiling as this in the king’s 
heart, to beautify the house of the Lord which is in Jerusalem. 
Isa. xlix. 23.—And kings shall be thy nursing fathers, and their 
queens thy nursing mothers : they shall bow down to thee with 
tlieir face toward the earth, and lick up the dust of thy feet. 

(l) Matt. xvi. 18.—Upon this rock 1 will build my church. Ilcb. 
lii. 1, G.—Consider the Apostle and High Priest of our profession 
Christ Jesus; who was faithful to him that appointed him, as also 
Moses was faithful in all his house. l*’or this man was counted 
worthy of more glory than Moses, inasmuch ns he who hath budd¬ 
ed the house hath more, honor than the house. For every house is 
builded by some man, but he that built all ^ings is God. And 
Moses verily was faithful in all his house, as a servant, for a testi- 
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Q. 26. —Does every local Church derive its being from 
Christ ? 

A. —Yes; when Christ imparts his Gospel and his grace to 
a city, a province, or a country, the instant effect is, a Church 
of Christ in that city, province, or country. Thus it was tiiat 
a Church was created at Jerusalem, at Antioch, at Ephesus, 
at Corinth, at Home, &c. And in the same way, namely, by 
means of his Gospel and his grace, did Christ, in the days of 
our ancestors, give being to the Church of Scotland. 

Q. 27. —Can we ascribe to Christ the origin of Churches 
consisting of persons who hare separated from Churches pre¬ 
viously existing ? 

A. —Assuredly; if the honour of Christ and the interests 
of his truth required the separation. 

Q. 28,— Who are they that deny the Headship of our 
Lord in this respect T 

A. —Such as maintain that Churches of Christ are merely 
voluntary societies, called into being by the resolution and 
vote of the persons composing them ; or that they can be 
created or constituted by civil decrees and Acts of Parliament. 


Suction III. —Christ the Head of Ordinances to the 
Church. 

Q. 29. —Why do you say that Christ is Head of ordi¬ 
nances to the Church? 


mony of those tilings which were to he spoken after; but Christ is 
a Son over his o\ui house, whose house are we. Isa. xliii. 15, 21. 
—I am the Lord, your Holy One, the Creator of Israel, your king. 
This people have 1 formed for myself; they shall show" forth my 
praise. Acts xv. 14.—God at the first did visit the Gentiles, to 
take out of them a people for his name. 2 Cor. v. 17 .—If any 
man be in Christ, he is anew creature : old things have passed away; 
behold all things are become new. Ps. cii. 16.—When the Lord 
shall build up Zion, lie shall appear iu his glory. l*s. cxlvii. 2—4. 
The Lord doth build up Jerusalem, be gatliereth together the out¬ 
casts of Israel. lie healcth the broken in heart, and bindeth lip 
their wounds. lie talletli the number of the stars; he calletli them 
all by their names, 
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A .—Because all its ordinances arc of. liis appointment, and 
it pertains to him alone to make changes upon them, or to set 
them aside. 

Q. 30 .—Can you tell anything of Christ’s exercise of his 
prerogative as Head of ordinances ? 

A .—The whole of the peculiar ordinances of the Mosaic 
economy were prescribed by him (in) when these had served 
their end he abolished them (/«) and, under the New Testa¬ 
ment dispensation, he has given many suitable and most pre¬ 
cious ordinances, such as baptism and the Lord’s supper, the 
Lord’s-day, the preaching of the Gospel, the pastoral office, &c. 

Q. 31 .—Who are they that derogate from the Headship 
of Christ in this respect ? 

A .—Such as think that new ordinances may be instituted, 
or that the ordinances which Christ himself has instituted 
may be repealed or modiiicd by man. (o) 


(m) Acts vii. 38.—This is lie, that was in the church in the 
wilderness, with the angel which spake to him in the mount Sina, 
and with our fathers; w ho received the lively oracles to give uuto 
us. 

(n) Ejih. ii. 1-1, 13.—He is our peace, who hath made both one, 
and hath broken down the middle wall of partition between us; 
having abolished in his flesh the enmity, even the law of command¬ 
ments contained in ordinances; for to make in himself of twain, 
one new mail, so making peace. Col. ii. 14.—Blotting out the 
hand-writing of ordinances that was against us, which was contrary 
to us, and took it out of the wav, nailing it to his cross. 

(o) Dent. iv. 2.- —Ye shall not add unto the word which I com¬ 
mand you, neither shall ye diminish ought from it, that ye may keep 
the commandments of the Lord your God which I command you. 
Dent, xii. 32.—What f iling soever 1 command you, observe to do it; 
thou shr.lt not add thereto, nor diminish from it. Matt. v. 19.— 
Whosoever therefore shall break one of these least commandments, 
and shall teach men so, he shall he called the least in the kingdom 
of heaven: lmt whosoever shall do and teach them, the same shall 
be called great in the kingdom of heaven. Rev. xxii. 18, 19.—I 
testily unto every mail that hearcth the words of the prophecy of 
this book, If any man shall add unto these things, God shall add 
unto him the plagues that are written in this hook : anil if any man 
shall take away from the words of the book of this prophecy, God 
shall take away his part out of the. book of life, and out of the holy 
city, and from the tilings which are written in this book. 
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Q. 32. —Can you give any instances in which man has in 
this way interfered with the Headship of Christ ? 

A. —Yes : holidays have been prescribed; the rite of con¬ 
firmation has been introduced; the sign of the cross, and 
godfathers and godmothers, have been connected with bap¬ 
tism ; the cup, in the Lord’s supper, has been taken from the 
laity; kneeling in that ordinance has been required; and new 
sacraments have been instituted*—all without warrant from 
Christ. 

Q. 33.— How may the Headship of Christ he derogated 
from, in this respect, with regard to the pastoral office ? 

A. —To the pastoral office, as instituted by Christ, certain 
powers and functions essentially belong; and the Headship of 
our Lord is infringed upon when any off these—the powers of 
discipline and spiritual rule, for instance—are abridged or 
taken away. 


Section IV.— Christ the Head of Knowledge in the 
Church. 

Q. 34 .—What do you mean by calling the Lord Jesus the 
Head of knowledge in the Church ? 

A .—That it is by his revelations that all divine and saving 
truth is communicated, (p) 

Q. 35 .—Where are his revelations to he found ? 

A .—In the Scriptures alone. (q) By the Word Christ speaks 
to the Church, in his capacity of the Prophet of Cod. 


(p) Mutt. xi. 27.—All things arc delivered unto me of my Fa¬ 
ther : and no man know^th the Son, but the Father; neither 
knoweth any man the Father, save the Son, anil he to whom soever 
the Son will reveal him. Col. ii. .’1.—In whom are hid all the trea¬ 
sures of wisdom and knowledge. Ileb. i. 1, 2.—God, who at sundry 
times and in divers manners, spake in time past unto the fathers 
by the prophets, hath in these last days spoken unto us by his 
Son. 

(q) John v. 39.—Search the Scriptures: for in them ye think ye 
have eternal life: and they are they which testify of me. Luke 

* The five spurious sacraments of the Church of Rome are, holy orders, 
penance, matrimony, confirmation, extreme unction. 
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Q. 36. — Comes not the voice of the great Teacher through 
the medium of tradition also ? 

A. —It comes only through the written Word, (f) 

Q. 37. —May not the unanimous consent of catholic anti¬ 
quity he depended on as revealing the doctrine of Christ ? 

A. —The consent of antiquity is worth nothing, save as it 
agrees with what the Bible declares, (s) 

Q. 38.— May not the interpretations of Scripture, which 
are given hy the ministers of Christ, he received as the teach¬ 
ing of Christ ? 

A .—They may not; they are but instituted means for 
imparting the benefit of Christ’s teaching in the Word, and 
are only to be valued in so far as they are fitted, and, through 
the blessing of Christ on his own ordinance, may be expected, 
to answer that end. ( t ) 

Q. 39.— Is the adoption of a Confession of Faith hy a 
Church consistent with the principle, that the only Head of 
knowledge is Christ speaking through the Word ? 

A. —Yes, provided the Bible is always received as the ulti¬ 
mate standard of appeal. When this is not done—as it is not, 
for example, in the case of the Confession or Creed of Pope 


xvi. 29—31.—They have Moses and the prophets ; let them hear 
them. And he said. Nay, father Abraham : but if one went unto 
them from the dead, they will repent. And lie said unto him. If 
they hear not Moses and the prophets, neither will they be per¬ 
suaded, though one rose from the dead. 2 Tim. iii. 15—l"7.—From 
a child thou hast known the holy scriptures, which are able to 
make thee wise unto salvation through faith which is in Christ 
Jesus. All Scripture is given hy inspiration of God, and is profit¬ 
able for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in 
righteousness; that the man of God may be perfect thoroughly 
furnished unto all good works. 

(r) Rev. xxii. 18.—If any man shall add unto these things, God 
shall add unto him the plagues that are written in this book. 

(s) Isa. viii. 20.—To the law and to the testimony if they speak 
not according to this word, it is because there is no light in them. 

(t) Acts xvii. 11.—These were more noble than those in Thessa- 
lonica, in that they received the word with nil readiness of mind, 
and searched the Scriptures daily, whether those things were so. 
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Pius IV., and the Catechism of the Council of Trent—the 
principle is violated. 

Q. 40 .—For what purposes may Confessions of Faith and 
Catechisms he lawfully employed. ? 

A .—Confessions of Faith and Catechisms are proper and 
useful as exhibitions of Church belief, testimonies against 
error, tests of orthodoxy, means of instruction, and helps for 
understanding the Scriptures. 

Q. 41 .—Who are they that infringe on our Lord's Head¬ 
ship in this respect ? 

A .—They arc such as are not satisfied with Holy Writ as 
the only rule of faitlu* 


Section V.— Christ the Head of Influence in the 
Church. 

Q. 42 .—Why do you call our Lord the Head of influ¬ 
ence in the Church ? 

A .—Because he is the only depositary of grace, and the 
only dispenser of it. (u) 

Q. 43 .—What is implied in his being the only depositary 
of grace ? 

A .—That all spiritual life and growth in the Church are 
derived from him, (r) and that ministers aud ordinances are 


(») John i. 16.—Of his fulness have all we received, and grace 
for grace. 

(») Col. ii. 19.—Holding the Head, from which all the body bv 
joints and bands having nourishment ministered, and knit together, 
increaseth with the increase of God. 

* These consist of Romanists, Tractarians, and I tv incites. The two former 
conjoin tradition, the consent of antiquity, and the interpretations of the 
clergy, with the Word, as the rule of faith. The latter appear to go a step 
beyond, and include the imagined prophesyings of modern religious teachers. 
It shoujd be noticed, also, that the Church of Rome makes the Apocrypha 
part of its rule of faith. The Episcopal Churches in England and Scotland 
do not go this length. They read the Apocrypha, however, “ for example 
of life and instruction of manners” (Art. vi.); and by this means they place 
themselves in a very undesirable dilemma. Some of the Apocryphal books 
luy claim to inspiration. The claim is either true or false. If it is true, why 
are these books excluded from the rule of faith ? If it is false, whv are writ- 
mgs which are forgeries upon the blessed Spirit brought into the house of 
uod, and read “ for example of life and instruction of manners ?” 
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but instruments and aids (to) for bringing the soul into imme¬ 
diate communication with Christ and his fulness. 

Q. 44 .—What is implied in his being the only dispenser of 
grace ? 

A .—That the dispensation of the Spirit is exclusively in his 
hands, (x) that the efficacy of ordinances is wholly the result 
of his blessing ;(y) and that the grace which the Church needs 
is imparted by him, both as to time and degree, according to 
his good pleasure. (V) 

Q. 45 .—Who are they that detract from our Lord’s pre¬ 
rogative as the IIkad of influence ? 

A .—They that do so are such as hold that the grace pro¬ 
vided for the Church is deposited in the office-bearers or in 
the ordinances of the same; and such as hold that the power 
of dispensing grace and the gift of the Holy Ghost is vested 
in the office-bearers ; or that the power of receiving or reject- 


(w) 1 Cor. iii. 5. —Who then is Paul, and who is Apollos, but 
ministers by whom ye believed, even as the Lord gave to every 
man? John xv. 4, 5. —As the branch cannot hear fruit of itself, 
except it abide in the vine; no more can ye, except ye abide in me. 
[ am the vine, ye are the branches: he that abideth in me, and I 
in him, the same bringeth forth muck fruit: for without me ye 
can do nothing. 

(x) John xvi. 7—14.—If I go not away the Comforter will not 
come unto you; but if I depart, I will scud him unto you. And 
when he is come, he will reprove the world of sin, and of righte¬ 
ousness, and of judgment: of sin, because they believe not on me; 
of righteousness, because 1 go to my Father, and ye see me no 
more; of judgment, because the prince of this world is judged. 
1 have yet many things to say unto you, but ye cannot bear them 
now. Howbcit when be, the Spirit of truth, is come, he will guide 
you unto all truth : for he shall not speak of himself ; but what¬ 
soever he shall hear, that shall he speak : and lie will show 
you things to come. He shall glorify me : for he shall receive of 
mine, and shall shew it unto you. 

(y) 1 Cor. iii. 6.—I have planted, Apollos watered; but God 
gave the increase. 

(s) Rev. iii. 1.—And unto the nngel of the church in Sardis 
write; These things saith he that hath the seven Spirits of God, 
und the seven stars, 
c 
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ing the grace by which souls are saved belongs to man’s free 
will.* 

Q. 4(». —Does it mend the matter to say, that Christ has 
deposited in his servants and in his ordinances the grace 
which is destined for the Church ? or that Christ has given 
to his servants the power of dispensing it? 

A. —No; because Christ has made no such deposit, and 
conferred no such gift. (7/) It is only by immediate commu¬ 
nion with Christ that the members of the Church become 
partakers of his grace. (4) 


Section VI.— Christ the Head of Authority to the 
Church. 

Q. — Cliy do you sag that Christ is the Head of 
authority to the Church ? 

A .—For three reasons :— 

1. Because the Church is subject to his laws, and to them 
alone. 


(n) Col. i. 1!).—It pleased the Father that in hint should all ful¬ 
ness dwell. 

(6) Eph. iv. 11—16.—And he gave some, apostles; and some, 
prophets; and some, evangelists; and some, pastors and teachers; 
for the perfecting of the saints, for the work of the ministry, for 
the edifying of the body of Christ : till we all come in the unity of 
the faith, and of the knowledge of the Son of God, unto a perfect 
man, unto the measure of the stature of the fulness of Christ: that 
we henceforth be no more children, tossed to and fro, and carried 
about with every wind of doctrine, by the sleight of men, and cun¬ 
ning craftiness, whereby they lie in wait to deceive; but, speakiug 
the truth in love,* may grow up into him in all things, which is the 
head, even Christ: from whom the whole body fitly joined together, 
and compacted by that which every joint supplieth, according to 
the effectual working in the measure of every part, maketli increase 
of the body unto the edifying of itself in love. 

* Traetarians and Romanists teach the doctrine of a deposit of grace in 
office-bearers and ordinances, and make the Church a reservoir whence 
grace is dispensed by its functionaries; and all Prelatical Churches ascribe to 
their bishops a power of conveying the Holy Ghost by the imposition of their 
hands in ordination. Pelagians ascribe to the human will such power as 
subverts the doctrine of a sovereign dispensation of grace by our Lord. 
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2. Because the government of the Church pertains exclu¬ 
sively to the office-bearers whom he has set over it. 

3. Because he is, in every age, the immediate fountain and 
sole dispenser of the power and authority which are exercised 
in the Church by its office-bearers. 

Q. 48.— When you say that the Church is subject only to 
Christ s laws, and is to be governed only by the office-bearers 
he has set over it, do you speak of thk temporal proper¬ 
ty that may belong to the Church ? 

A. —No; God has made all temporal possessions whatever 
subject to the civil magistrate, (c) 

Q. 19.— May the magistrate deal with the property of the 
Church as he pleases ? 

J .—lie is bound to deal with it according to justice, and 
to have respect to the will of Christ, the glory of God, and 
the benefit of the Church, in his laws and decisions concern¬ 
ing it. (d) 

Q. lit).—What is the remedy when the magistrate does not 
fulfil this obligation ? 

A .—There is no ordinary remedy provided for such a case; 
and the duty of the Church is patiently to suffer the wrong, 
committing itself to Him who judgeth righteously, and who 
will in due time plead his own cause. 


(c) Jjuke xii. 13, 14.—And oue of the company snid unto him. 
Master, speak to my brother, that he divide the inheritance with 
me. And he said unto him, Man, who made me a judge or a di¬ 
vider over you ? Rom. xiii. 6, 7.—For this cause pay ye tribute 
also; for they arc God’s ministers, attending continually upon this 
very thing. Render therefore to all their dues : tribute to whom 
tribute is due; custom to whom custom j fear to whom fear; hon¬ 
our to whom honour. 

(d) Mai. iii. 8.—Will a man rob God ? Yet ye have robbed me. 
But ye say, Wherein have we robbed thee ? In tithes and offerings. 
Nell. xiii. 10, 11.—I perceived that the portions of the Levites had 
not been given them : for the Levites and the singers that did the 
work were fled every one to his field. Then contended I with the 
rulers, and said. Why is the house of God forsaken ? Prov. xiv. 34. 
Righteousness exalteth a nation: but sin is a reproach to any 
people. 

C 2 
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Q. 51.— When you say that the Church is subject only to 
the laws of Christ, and is to be governed exclusively by the 
office-bearers he has set over it, do you speak of the members 
and office-bearers of the Church in their capacity of citizens 
or members of the commonwealth ? 

A. —No; in their capacity of citizens, the individuals that 
compose the Church are subject to the civil magistrate, to 
whom, in all civil matters and lawful commands, they owe the 
duties of loyalty and obedience, (e) 


Fart I. —The Church Subject to no Laws but Christ’s. 

Q. 52.— What, then, is your meaning when you assert, 
as in you) first reason for calling Christ the ll-ad of au¬ 
thority in the Church, that the Chui—h is subject to 'he ' ins 
of Christ, and to '.hem alone ‘ 

A. —The meaning is, that th«. Chur~h as such— in the 
exercise of all the functions with which Christ has clothed ( 
—in all that relates to the bestowal o‘‘ its unices and the dis¬ 
pensation of its ordinances—in its doctrine, worship, discipline, 
and government—and in fine, to adopt the language of the 
celebrated Act of the Scottish Parliament 1592, in respect of 
“ the privilege God has given to the spiritual office-bearers of 
the Kirk concerning heads of religion, matters of heresy, ex¬ 
communication, collation or deprivation of ministers, and such 
like essential censures, specially grounded and having warrant 


(e) Rom. xiii. 1, 2.—Let every soul be subject unto the higher 
powers. Por there is no power but of God : the powers that V* 
are ordained of God. Whosoever therefore rcsisteth the pov a, 
resisteth the ordinance of God: and they that resist shall receive 
to themselves damnation. Acts xxv. 10, 11.—Then said Paul, 1 
stand at Cesar’s judgment-seat, where I ought to be judged: to 
the Jews have I done no wrong, as thou very well knowest. For 
if I be an offender, or have committed any thing worthy of death, 
I refuse not to die : hut if there be none of these things wlicr*-of 
these accuse me, no man may deliver me unto them. 1 appeal unto 
Cesar. Tit. iii. 1.—Put them in mind to be subject to principalities 
and powers, to obey magistrates, to be ready to every good work. 
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in the Word of God;”—is to be governed agreeably to no 
other laws but those which the Lord Jesus himself has pre¬ 
scribed. (/) 

Q. S3.— Where are the laws of Christ to be found? 

A .—In the Bible, which is the only statute-book of his 
Church. 

Q. 54.— dre the laws of Christ, as contained in the Bible, 
sufficient for all the purposes of Church government ? 

A .— Perfectly sufficient. It is impossible for any case to 
arise wnicli may not be decided in conformity with Christ’s 
will, on i reference to the directons which the Bible affords, 
and the principles it lays down.* (g) 

C). —In what light are the Acts of Church Assemblies 

i o iewed ? 

A. —Thv.y are not new or additional laws, regulating points 
w.ii-h the mind of Christ has not been revealed, but de- 
cuiratbi or the laws of Christ, anil applications of these laws, 
and of the. principles i ivolved in them, to particular cases or 
crcrmst.inees.(/i) 


< f) Ps. ii. <i.—Yet have I set my king upon my holy hill of 
/.ion. Luke i. 32, 33.—I,- shall be great, and shall be called the 
Son of the Highest. an.! the Lord God shall give unto him the 
thro..e of his father David ■ and he shall reign over the house of 
Jacob for ever; and of his kingdom there shall be no end. Isa. 
xxxiii. 22. —For the Loid is our judge, the Lord is our lawgiver, 
th' Lord is our king; he will save us. 1 Cor. vii. 23. —Ye are 
.■ uglit with a price; lie not ye the servants of men. Gal. i. 10.— 
, ,r do I now persuade men, or God ? or do I seek to please men V 
lor if I yet pleased men, I should not be the servant of Christ. 

\g) 2 Tim. iii. Hi, 1/.—All scripture is given by inspiration of 
God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for 
instruction in righteousness; that the man of God may be perfect, 
-oughly furnished unto all good woiks. Psalm cxix. 105.—Thy 
•il is a lamp unto my feet, and a light unto my path. 

(A) Acts xv. C—29; v. (i.—And the apostles and elders came to¬ 
gether, for to consider of this matter, v. 14. Simeon hath declared 

* “ All the substantials of Church government under the New Testament 
are laid down in the Word in particular rules, whether they be touching 
officers, ordinances, censures, assemblies, and the compass of their power; 

.and all the circumsluntia Is are laid down in the Word under general 

n'les of order, decency, and edification.”— The London Ministers on the 
U rine Right of Church Government, p, 47. 

c 3 
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Q. 56 .—Can you illustrate what you have now sail/ ? 

A. —Easily. The well known Veto Act was simply an 
application of Christ’s great law of Christian liberty to the 
particular case of the settlement of ministers ; anil most of 
the minute rules connected with that Act were just an appli¬ 
cation of that other great law, “ Let all things be done decently 
and in order,” to the same case.* 

Q. 57 .—If yon found Church judicatories passing Acts 
irrespective of the laws of Christ in the Bible, and introduc¬ 
ing, at their own discretion, riles and institutions for which 
there is no Scripture warrant, what would you say ? 

A .—That these judicatories were arrogating to themselves 
Christ’s prerogative as the Lawgiver of his Church. 

Q. 58 .—And if you found them, in matters properly eccle¬ 
siastical, pussing Acts, not for applying or administering the 
laics of the Bible, but for applying parliamentary laws and 
the judgments of civil tribunals, and carrying into effect the 
principles embodied in these, what would you say ? 

A .—That they were putting the civil power into Christ’:- 
place as Lawgiver of the Church. 

Q. 59 .—And ivhat would you say of the civil legislature 
that should affect to regulate the internal affairs of the Church 
by its enactments ? 

A .—That it was assuming Christ’s prerogative as the Law¬ 
giver of the Church, and putting its own statute-book in the 
room of the Bible. 

Q. 60 .—Is this a thing ever done by civil legislatures ? 


how God at the first did visit the Gentiles, to take out of them a 
people for his name. And to this agree the words of the prophets ; 
v. 19. Wherefore my sentence is, that we trouble not them, which 
from among the Gentiles are turned to God: but that we write 
unto them, that they abstain from pollutions of idols, and from for¬ 
nication, and from things strangled, and from blood. V. 21 to 29. 
f compared with 1 Cor. viii.) 

** The case of the Veto Act is addueed because it is so well known, and 
not because it is thought to exhibit a very successful or perfect application ol 
the great Bible law of Christian liberty. 



19 


A. —Often. The Acts of the British Parliament for increas¬ 
ing and diminishing the number of bishops in the Church of 
England are examples. The Act of the reign of Queen Anne, 
concerning patronage in Scotland, as that Act is now explained 
by the civil courts, is also an instance. 

Q. 61.— But is not putronaye a civil ritjht ? 

A. —The right of nomination to a benefice or living is a 
civil right; but the right of nomination to the pastoral office 
is not, and cannot warrantably be treated as a civil right, any 
more than the right of ordaining to that office. 

Q. 62.— Does not the Act referred to confine itself to the 
right of nomination to the living ? 

A. —It was at one time understood to do so; but now, as 
will on all hands be allowed, it is extended to the right of 
nomination to the office of a minister of Christ. A further 
encroachment is made on the ecclesiastical territory by the 
Scotch Benefices’ Act (commonly called Lord Aberdeen’s), 
which regulates the formation of the pastoral tie. 

Q. 63.— May it not he pleaded that these and similar 
Acts of Parliament should be regarded in the same light as 
the Acts of Church courts, vis., not as neio laws, or us super¬ 
seding the authority of Scripture, but merely as declaring 
and applying the laws and principles which the inspired Word 
contains ? 

A. —That plea is met by the second reason which was 
assigned for calling Christ the Head of authority to the Church 
namely, that the government of the Church pertains exclu¬ 
sively to the office-bearers whom Christ has set over it. 

Part II.— The Church governed only by the Office-Bearers 
Christ has placed over it. 

Q. 64.— What is your meaning by this f 

A .—The meaning is, that the office-bearers of the Church 
are the only parties who have a right to declare authoritative¬ 
ly, to apply, or administer, the laws of Christ in ecclesiastical 
affairs. 
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Q. 6f>.— May not the office-bearers of the Clmrch, come 
under a civil obligation to take and act upon a specified 
view, and to make certain specified, applications of the laws 
of Christ ? 

A. —If they do, they abdicate the function wliieh Christ 
has conferred upon them, .and the civil magistrate comes into 
the place Christ has assigned to them as the governors of his 
house. 

Q. 66. —Why is it so ? 

A .—It is so from the very nature of a civil obligation. 

Q. 67.— What is a civil obligation ? 

A. —An obligation which it is competent and proper to 
enforce by the secular arm, and the breach of which is pun¬ 
ishable with damages, imprisonment, and other civil pains 
and penalties. 

Q. 68.— Does it make no difference if the view to which 
the office-bearers of the Church are restricted by civil obliga¬ 
tion be a sound one ? 

A .—It makes no difference at all; for it is not on account 
of its soundness that they must walk by the particular view, 
but simply because of civil obligation, and the command of 
the magistrate. 

Q. 69.— J)o all matters of civil obligation belong to the 
government of the civil power ? 

A. —They necessarily do. 

Q. 70.— What, then, follows, when the administration of 
Church ajffiairs is made matter of civil obligation ? 

A. —The administration of Church affairs belongs, in that 
case, to the province and government of the civil power. 

Q. 7\.—And in what light are Church office-bearers to be 
viewed, when the ordaining of ministers, the forming of the 
pastoral tie, and the general duty of Church government, are 
made matters of civil obligation ? 

A .—They are to be viewed as the organs through whom 
the State exerts its spiritual authority, and executes its spiri¬ 
tual business; and as the deputies, commissioners, and vice- 
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gercnts of the civil magistrate for disposing of causes and 
matters ecclesiastical. 

Q. 72.— Docs there remain*to the Church, under these 
circumstances, any government “ distinct from the civil ma¬ 
gistrate ?’i* 

A .—None whatever. 

Q. 73. —What would be the effect of a civil obligation to 
depose heretical and immoral, ministers, and to exclude hereti¬ 
cal and immoral members from the communion of the Church ? 

A .—The effect would be, to entitle the civil magistrate to 
receive appeals from the decisions of Church courts in cases 
of heresy and immorality, and to reverse and annul Church 
censures when he deemed the charge irrelevant or the proof 
insufficient. 

Q. 74.— What would be the effect, of a civil obligation 
to preach Bible doctrine, and to conduct public worship in a 
scriptural and edifying manner ? 

A .—The effect would be, to make the magistrate the judge 
of the sermons and the prayers of the ministers of the Gospel, 
and to entitle him to punish them with the temporal sword 
if he thought their sermons or their prayers to be unscriptural 
or unprofitable. 

Q. 73. —Do these objections apply to a civil obligation, 
which can be got rid of—say by resigning the temporalities 
and privileges of an Establishment—whenever conscience 
would feel aggrieved by fulfilling it ? 

A. —Yes, and with force unabated. So long as Church 
office-bearers arc under civil obligation in ecclesiastical affairs, 
they are but the instruments of the magistrate, who is the 
real governor of the Church all the while. To say that they 
can escape, when they please, from civil obligation, is merely 
to say that they can resume their proper place and functions 
as the oxdy lawful rulers of the Church, and cannot, therefore, 

* “ The Lord Jesus, as Kins'ami Head of his Church, hath therein ap¬ 
pointed a government in the hands of Church officers, distinct from the civil 
magistrate.”—Confession of Faith, ch. xxxi. sect. 1. 



avail to show that they have not, in the meantime, given them 
up. 

Q. 76 .—But has it not bfen asserted that the magistrate 
has a divine right to some share in the government of the 
Church ? 

A .—It has.* 


Q. 77On what grounds ? 

A .—Chiefly because of the part taken by godly Jewish 
magistrates, such as David, Jehoshaphat, Ilezekiah, &c., in 
restoring and regulating the ancient Church of Israel. 

. Q. 78 .—How do you confute those that argue in this man¬ 
ner ? 


A .—The answer generally is, that many things xnay anil 
ought to be done in extraordinary circumstances, as when the 
Church has been disorganized -and broken up through the 
spread of idolatry or by the arm of persecution, which are not 
warrantable in ordinary times;—that the Jewish State, more¬ 
over, differed from all others, in respect that the civil law itself 
was given by express revelation from God ; that all who were 
subject to it were members of God’s Church by birth; and 
that false religions were to be put down by the civil power; 
in respect, also, that the monarchy, (i.) at least in the case of 
those who reformed and regulated the Church, was a type 
of the kingly office of Christ; that the kings were sometimes 
themselves inspired prophets (as David and Solomon), and, 
as such, ivere office-hearers in the Church ; that they always 
had prophets (as Gad, Nathan, Hanani, Isaiah, &c.) to direct 
them iu the service of God and in the application of their 
authority to the concerns of his Church; and that it appears 


(i) 1 Chron. xxix. 22, 23.—And did eat and drink before the 
Lord on that day with great gladness; and they made Solomon, 
the son of David, king the second time, and anointed him unto the 
Lord to be the chief governor, and Zadok to be priest. Then Solo¬ 
mon sat on the throne of the Lord as king instead of David his 
father, and prospered; and all Israel obeyed him. 

* See Article xxxvii.of the Church of England. 
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to have been their practice to consult these prophets, and to 
receive, by their means, special communications of the divine 
will on all great emergencies. ( j ) 

Q. 79 .—Bid not Paul appeal unto Ceesar ? 

A. —Yes, when an attempt was made to subject him to 
civil penalties, and a crime against the State was laid to his 
charge. (It) 

Q. 80 .—Is the notion that God has assigned to the civil 
magistrate some share in the government of the Church con¬ 
sistent with the principle of religious toleration ? 

A .—It is subversive of that principle. If the magistrate 
possesses, by divine right, authority in the Church, that 
authority must extend to all the sections of Christ’s Church 


(j) 2 Chron. xviii. 4, G.—And Jehoslmpliat said unto the king of 
Israel, Inquire, I pray thee at the ham! of the Lord to-day. But 
Jehosliaphat said, Is there not here a prophet of the Lord besides, 
that we might inquire of him. '2 Chron. xix., xx. 11.—Then upon 
Jahaziel, the son of Zechariali, the son of Ucuaiah, the son of Jeiel, 
the son of Mattaniali, a Levite, of the sons of Asaph, came the 
spirit of the Lord in the midst of the congregation. 2 Kings iii. 
11.—But Jehosliaphat said, Is there not here a prophet of the Lord, 
that-wc may inquire of the Lord by him? And one of the kings of 
Israel’s servants answered and said. Here is Elisha the son of 
Shaphat, which poured water on the hands of Elijah. 2 Kings xix. 
xx., xxiii. 2.—And the king went up into the house of the Lord ; 
and all the men of Judah, and all the inhabitants of Jerusalem with 
him, and the priests, and the prophets, and all the peoplfe, both 
small and great: and he read in their ears all the words of the 
book of the covenant which was found in the house of the Lord. 

(k) Jets xxiv. 5.—For we have found this man a pestilent fellow, 
and a mover of sedition among all the Jews throughout the world, 
and a ringleader of the sect of the Nazareues. Acts xxv. 8—11.-*- 
While he answered for himself. Neither against the law of the Jews, 
neither against the temple, nor yet against Cesar, have 1 offended 
any thing at all. But Festus, willing to do the Jews a pleasure, an¬ 
swered Paul, and said, Wilt thou go up to Jerusalem, and there be 
judged of these things before me ? Then said Paul, I stand at 
Cesar’s judgment seat, where . I ought to be judged: to the Jews 
have I done no wrong, as thou very well knowest. For if I be 
an offender, or haw committed any thing worthy of death, I refuse 
not to die : but if tnere be none of these things whereof these ac¬ 
cuse me, no man may deliver me unto them. 1 appeal unto Cesar, 
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that exist in Ids dominions, whether publicly endowed or 
voluntarily supported—whether they conscientiously object to 
his interference as unlawful, or approve of it as warranted 
and required by Scripture; and must necessarily be exercised 
according to the particular views of religious truth and duty 
that happen to be entertained by him, and, therefore, so as to 
lead to the suppression of all diversity of faith and ecclesiasti¬ 
cal polity. 

Q. 81.— By what arguments do you prove that the office¬ 
bearers of the Christian Church are atone entitled to adminis¬ 
ter its govemmetit ? • 

A. By such arguments as these: Christ has committed to 
them the undivided power of the keys (/) has laid the whole 
responsibility of the government of the Church upon them (nt) 


(2) Matt. xvi. 19.—And I will give unto thee the keys of the 
kingdom of heaven: and whatsoever tlioa shalt bind on earth, shall 
be bound in heaven; and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth, 
shall be loosed in heaven. Matt, xviii. 18.—Verily I say unto you. 
■Whatsoever ye shall bind on earth, shall he bound in heaven; and 
whatsoever ye shall loose on earth, shall be loosed in heaven. John 
xx. 23.—Whose soever sins ye remit, they are remitted unto them : 
and whose soever sins ye retain, they are retained. 

(m) Acts xx. 17, 28.—And from Miletus he sent to Ephesus, 
and called the elders of the church. Take heed therefore unto 
yourselves, and to all the flock, over the which the Holy Ghost 
hath made you overseers, to feed the church of God, which he hath 
purchased with his own blood. 1 Pet. v. 1—4.—The elders which 
are among yon I exhort, who am also an elder, and a witness of the 
sufferings of Christ, and also a partaker of the glory that shall be 
revealed: Peed the flock of God which is among you, taking the 
oversight thereof, not by constraint but willingly; not for filthy 
lucre, but of a ready mind; neither as being Lords over God’s 
heritage but being cnsamples to the flock. And when the chief 
Shepherd shall appear, ye shall receive a crown of glory that fadeth 
not away. Rev. li. 14, 20.—But I have a few things against thee, 
because thou hast there them that hold the doctrine of Balaam, 
who taught Balac to cast a stumbling block before the children of 
Israel, to eat things sacrificed unto idols, and to commit fornication 
Notwithstanding, I have a few things against thee because thou 
sufferest that woman Jezebel which calleth hcuelf a prophetess, to 
teach and to seduce my servants to commit fornication, and to eat 
things sacrificed unto idols. 
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has addressed to them all the directions for carrying it on («), 
and all the promises of grace for the performance of it (o), 
has described the rewards of success in it as rewards to be 
gained only by them (p), has declared the correlative duty of 
obedience in Church affairs, which is incumbent on private 
Christians, to be a duty of obedience to them ( q ), has not en- 

(b) Matt. xviii. 15—18.—Moreover, if thy brother shall trespass 
against thee, go and tell him his fault between thee and him alone : 
if he shall hear thee, thou hast gained thy brother. But if he will 
not hear thee, then take with thee one or two more, that in the 
mouth of two or three witnesses every word may be established. 
And if he shall negleet to hear them, tell it unto the church : but 
if be neglect to hear the church, let him be unto thee as an heathen 
man anil a publican. Verily I say unto you, Whatsoever ye shall 
bind on earth, shall he bound in heaven; and whatsoever ye shall 
loose on earth, shall be loosed in heaven. Titus i. 5—if.—For this 
cause left I thee in Crete, that thou sliouldest set in order the 
things that are wanting, and ordain elders in every city, as I had 
appointed thee: if any be blameless, the husband of one wife 
having faithful children, not accused of riot, or unruly. For a 
bishop must be blameless, ns the steward of God; not self-willed, 
not soon angry, not given to wine, no striker, not given to filthy 
lucre ; but a lover of hospitality, a lover of good men, sober, just, 
holy, temperate; Holding fast the faithful word, as he hath been 
taught, that he may be aide by sound doctrine both to exhort and 
to convince the gainsayers. Titus iii. 10.—A man that is an heretic, 
after the first anil second admonition reject. I Tim. Chapters iii. v. 

(o) Matt, xxviii. 20.—Teaching them to observe all things what¬ 
soever I have commanded you : and, lo, I am with you alway, even 
unto the end of the world. 2 Cor. xi. 28.—Compared with xii. 9. 
Beside those things that are without, that which cometh upon me 
daily, the care of all the churches. And he said unto me. My grace 
is sufficient for thee : for my strength is made perfect in weakness. 
Most gladly therefore will I rather glory in my infirmities, that the 
power of Christ may rest upon me. Eph. iv. 7, 11, 12.—But unto 
every one of us is given grace according to the measure of the gift 
of Christ. And he gave" some, apostles ; and some, prophets; and 
some, evangelists, and some, pastors and teachers. For the perfect¬ 
ing of the saints, for the work of the ministry, for the edifying of 
the bodv of Christ. 

Ip) i Tim. v. 17-—Let the elders that rule well be counted wor¬ 
thy of double honour, especially they who labour in the word and 
doctrine. 1 Pet. v. 4.—And when the chief Shepherd shall appear, 
ve shall receive a crown of glory that fadeth not away. 

(y) 1 Thess. v. 12.—And we beseech you, brethren, to know 
them which labour among you, and are over you in the Lord, and 
admonish you. Heb. xiii. 7, 17.—Kemember them which have the 

D 
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joined obedience to the magistrate except in civil matters (r) , 
has prescribed qualifications for ecclesiastical rule in the case 
of Church office-bearers, and has prescribed no such qualifica¬ 
tions in the case of civil governors (s) ; has declared the power 
with which the magistrate is armed to be the power of the 
sword—which is a kind of power that cannot, without perse¬ 
cution, be used for governing the Church (/), and, in fine, has 
drawn the line of demarcation between the provinces of Church 
and State, so that the rulers of the one may not cross the 
boundaries of the other, by his memorable language to Pilate : 
“ My kingdom is not of this world.” («) 


rule over you, who have spoken unto you the word of God : whose 
faith follow. Obey' them that have the rule over you, and submit 
yourselves: for they watch for your souls, as they that must give 
account; that they may do it with joy, and not with grief: for that 
is unprofitable for you. 

(r) Rom. xiii. 1—7-—Let every soul be subject unto the higher 
powers. For there is no power but of God : the powers that be 
are ordained of God. Whosoever therefore resisteth the power, 
resisteth the ordinance of God : and they that resist shall receive 
ro themselves damnation. For rulers are not a terror to good works, 
but to the evil. Wilt thou then not he afraid of the power? de 
that which is good, and thou sliult have praise of the same : For he 
is the minister of God to thee for good. Put if thou do that which 
is evil, be afraid ; for he bearcth not the sword in vain : for lie is 
the minister of God, a revenger to execute jvrath upon him that 
doeth evil. Wherefore ye must needs be subject, not only for wrath, 
but also for conscience sake. For, for this cause pay ye tribute 
also : for they are God’s ministers, attending continually upon this 
very thing. Render therefore to all their dues ; tribute to whom 
tribute is due ; custom to whom custom; fear to whom fear; hon¬ 
our to whom honour. Luke xii. 13, 14.—And one of the company 
said unto him, Master, speak to my brother, that he divide the in¬ 
heritance with me. And he said unto him, Man, who made me a 
judge or a divider over you. 

■.s) 1 Tim. iii. 4, 5.—One that ruleth well his own house, having 
his children in subjection with all gravity; (for if a man know not 
iiow to rule his own house, how shall he take care of the church 
of God?) Tit. i. 5—11.—See letter (n) in this answer. 

(t) Rom. xiii. 4.—For he is the minister of God to thee for good. 
But if thou do that which is evil, he afraid ; for he beareth not the 
sword in vain : for he is the minister of God, a revenger to execute 
wrath upon him that doeth evil. 

(«} John xviii. 36.—My kingdom is not of this world : if my 
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Q. 82.— Does not an alliance between Church and State 
necessarily imply that a certain share in the government of 
the Church pertains to the civil power ? 

A .—Church and State may be, and at present actually are, 
connected, upon terms and principles that make the magistrate 
a judge and ruler over the Church; but an alliance, as such, 
involves nothing of the kind, any more than an alliance be¬ 
tween two independent nations, as France and Britain, involves 
the subjection of one of them to the other. 

Q. 83.— What is the true idea of an alliance between 
Church and State ? 

A .—A covenant of mutual friendship, co-operation, and 
assistance. 

Q. 84.— When it becomes a question whether or not the 
terms of alliance have been kept by one of the parties, who 
is to decide ? 

A. —Neither party can decide for the other without destroy¬ 
ing its independence. Each must decide for itself. 

Q. 85.— May not the civil court, as a third and neutral 
party, be competent conclusively to settle such disputes ? 

A .—The civil court, from its very nature, cannot be a third 
party in such a case. It is merely the organ and instrument 
of the State. . 

Q. 8(i.— What, then, is it competent for the State to do, 
if it%s of opinion, or if its tribunals decide, that the Church 
has broken the terms of alliance ? 

A .—The only thing, after trying to convince the Church of 
its error, is to put an end to the alliance, and withdraw the 
civil benefits it had conferred. 

Q. 87.— What would you say if, instead of doing that, the 
State should resort to fines, and other penalties for compelling 
the Church to act according to its views ? 


kingdom were of this world, then would my servants fight, that I 
should not be delivered to the Jews: but now is my kingdom not 
from hence. 

d 2 
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A .—That it was assuming to itself the government of the 
Church. 

Q. 88.— But are not Church office-bearers truly the rulers 
of the Church, so long as they alone perform the solemn act 
of ordination, and inflict the censures of discipline ? 

A. —No; it is not enough that they do these things. They 
are but the instruments and mere hands of the rulers of the 
Church, so long as they have the circumstances under which, 
or the rules and principles agreeably to which, these things 
are or are not to be done, peremptorily prescribed by the civil 
power, and enforced with the temporal sword. 

Q. 89.— Are the office-bearers of the Church, then, not 
liable to err ? 

A .—Doubtless they may err ; but the magistrate also may 
err, and is all the more likely to do it when he assumes a 
jurisdiction for which he is neither qualified nor commissioned. 

Q. 90.— Is there no remedy open to those who may be 
aggrieved, by the proceedings of the riders of the Church ? 

A. —They have a remedy; they can take their appeal to 
the Head of the Church. 

Q. 91.— What does this right of appeal imply ? 

A .—That the right of private judgment belongs to the indi¬ 
vidual members and office-bearers of the Church. 

Q. 92. —Are those mho tube an appeal to Christ, at liberty 
to disregard the sentence or proceedings of which theifficom- 
pluin ? 

A .—They are, but at their peril, and as they shall answer 
to Christ when he decides on tlieir appeal. 


Part III .—The power and authority exercised in the Church 
derived, in every age, immediately from Christ. 

Q. 93.— What do you mean by asserting, as in your third 
reason for calling Christ the Head of authority in the Church, 
that he is the immediate Fountain and Dispenser of the power 
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and authority which are exercised in. the Church by its office¬ 
bearers ? 

A .—That the power and authority of the pastors and rulers 
of the Church are not derived by transmission from their 
predecessors, but come directly from Christ, the Head; in 
other words, that Christ did not give a deposit of communi¬ 
cable power and authority to the first ministers of his Church, 
and then ascend to heaven, and keep aloof, leaving them and 
their converts, and all that came after, to make the best of it, 
without any subsequent supply; but that, having in himself 
the only deposit of power and authority that are capable of 
communication, and retaining in his own hands the issue 
thereof through every age, he is with his Church alway, for 
the purpose of dispensing them, and ever present among his 
people, as he promised to be—walking, the Author and Be- 
stovver of every gift, in the midst of the golden candlesticks, (r) 

Q. 94 .—How are Church power and authority conveyed by 
Christ ? 

A .—Through the commission, or warrant and call, which 
every pastor and Church ruler receives from him. (/«) 


(v) Matt, xxviii. 18, 20.—And Jesus came and spake unto them, 
saying. All power is given unto me iu heaven am! in earth. Teach¬ 
ing them to observe' all things whatsoever 1 have commanded 
you ; and, lo, 1 am with you alway, even unto the end of the world. 
Rev. ii. 1.—Unto the angel of the church of Ephesus write: These 
things saith he that holdeth the seven stars in his right hand, who 
walkctli in the midst of the seven golden candlesticks. Rev. iii. 
1, /.—And unto the angel of the church in Sardis write: These 
things saith he that hath the seven Spirits of God, and the seven 
stars; I know thy works, that thou hast a name that thou livest 
and art dead. And to the angel of the church in Philadelphia 
write : These things saith he that is holy, he that is true, he that 
hath the key of David, he that opeuetli aud uo man shutteth; and 
shutteth, and no man opencth. 

(u>) Matt. ix. 88.—Pray ye therefore the Lord of the harvest, 
that lie will send forth labourers iuto his harvest. 2 Cor. iii. 6.— 
Who also hath made us able ministers of the New Testament; not 
of the letter, but of the Spirit: for the letter killeth, hut the Spirit 
givetli life. Heb. v. 4.—And no man taketh this honour unto 
himself, but he that is called of God, as was Aaron. 
d 3 
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Q. 95.— Must not every Church office-bearer be ordained 
by those who have been in office before him ? 

A. —Yes,inordinary circumstances, that must be done, (a;) 

Q. 96.— Does not the act of admitting to the ministry 
convey the power and authority that are necessary to the 
exercise thereof? 

A .—Not otherwise than power and authority can be said to 
be conveyed by the act of the commander of an army, when 
he receives among his officers, or by the act of a bench of 
judges, or the senate of a royal college, when they receive 
into their body, the individual who has the warrant and com¬ 
mission of his sovereign. 

Q. 97.— Whence are the power and authority < 'tier 

derived ? 

A .—Not from ihos'» that, only ministerially adw’ ' 
but from the party by whom it is created or outnted, and 
from whom the commissio ‘r 'mid it, ai,« tne warrant to 
admit to the discharge 0 it= duties, proceed. 

Q. 98.— What is ti duty and peculiar fundi of Church 
rulers in the ma ter of send, g forth ' 'stars of the Gospel ? 

A. —Their duty is, to ascertain tne in’’vidnaIo whom the 
Lord hath chosen (y) that is to say, whom the Loru is calling, 
and to whom he is now addressing the commission (s) which 


(x) Acts vi. 3, 6.—Wherefore, brethren, look ye out among you 
seven men of honest report, full of the Holy Ghost and wisdom, 
whom we may appoint over this business. Whom they set before 
the Apostles; and when they had prayed they laid their hands on 
them. Acts xiv. 23.—And when they had ordained them elders in 
every church, and had prayed with fasting, they commended them 
to the Lord, on whom they believed. Tit. i. 5.—For this cause 
left I thee in Crete, that thou sliouldust set in order the things 
that are wanting, and ordain elders in every city, as I had appointed 
thee. 1 Tim. iv. 14.—Neglect not the gift that is in thee, which 
was given thee by prophecy, with the laying on of the hands of the 
presbytery. 

(y) Acts i. 24.—And they prayed, and said, Thou Lord, which 
knowest the hearts of all men, shew whether of these two thou 
hast chosen. 

(e) Matt, xxviii. 19, 20.—Go ye therefore, and teach all na¬ 
tions, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the Son, 
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he addressed, in the first instance, to the apostles; and, hav¬ 
ing done so, to recognise, set apart, and admit these individuals 
as ministers in the Church. 

Q, 99.— IIow were the Levites ordained to their ministry 
in the Old Testament Church ? 

A .—The children of Israel laid their hands on them, and 
Aaron offered them before the Lord. ( a ) 

Q. 100.— What did the ceremony imply ? 

A .—It implied the setting apart and admission of the Le- 
vites to the service to which the Lord had called them. (4) 

Q 1 ''.—What was the course pursued in appointing a sue- 
i.essoi to Judas ? 

A. —First, by looking for the person best qualified; and 
next, by "astiug the lot between two who seemed equally eli¬ 
gible, til,, find of the Lord was ascertained, and the person 
was found out whom the Lord had chosen. Tlrs being done, 
Matth*"-' was recognised as Christ’s servant, and admitted 
r .o his o.fice by being numbered with the eleven apostles.”(e) 

and o J ’ the Uolv Ghost; teaching them to observe all things what¬ 
ever 1 1 •■ve eminnanded von : and, L , I am with you altvay, even 
auto the end of tnc world. John xx. 21.—Then said Jesus to 
them agam, Pe-re he unto you: as my Father hath sent me, even 
-.o send I you. 

(а) Numl viii. 10, 11.—And thou shalt bring the Levites before 
the Lord: and the children of Israel shall put their hands upon the 
Levites : and Aaron shall offer the Levites before the Lord for an 
offering of the children of Israel, that they may execute the service 
of the Lord. 

(б) Numb. viii. 14, 19, 22.—Thus shalt thou separate the Levites 
from among the children of Israel: and the Levites shall be mine. 
And I have given the Levites as a gift to Aaron and to his sons 
from among the children of Israel, to do the service of the children 
of Israel in the tabernacle of the congregation, and to make an 
atonement for the children of Israel: that there be no plague among 
the children of Israel, when the children of Israel come nigh unto 
the sanctuary. And after that went the Levites in to & their 
service in the tabernacle of the congregation before Aaron, and 
before liis sons: as the Lord had commanded Moses concerning 
the Levites, so did they unto them. 

(e) Acts i. 21—26.—Wherefore of these men which have cora- 
panied with ns all the time that the Lord Jesus went in and out 
among us. Beginning from the baptism of John, unto that same 
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Q. 102.— Wat the same course followed when deacons were 
appointed f 

A. —Substantially the same. The persons most acceptable 
to the disciples, and most eminent for the gifts and graces that 
were necessary and proper for the office, were sought out; and 
they whom the Lord had chosen, and to whom his warrant 
and call were addressed, having thus been discovered, the 
apostles adm.tted them to their duties by prayer and the im¬ 
position of hands, (d) 

Q. 103 .—How did the ordination of Paul and liarnubas 
to their great- Gentile mission take place ? 

A .—The Holy Ghost announced that the Lord had chosen 
and called them to that service, and commanded the pastors 
of Antioch to “ separate” them, or set them apart for it. (e) 

day that he was taken up from us, must one he ordained to he a 
witness with us of his resurrection. And they appointed two, 
Joseph called Barsabas, who was sumamed Justus, and Matthias. 
And they pra 3 ’ed, and said, Thou, Lord, which knowext the hearts 
of all men, shew whether of these two thou hast chosen, that lie 
may take part of this ministry and apostleship, from which Judas 
by transgression fell, that lie might go to his own plaee. And they 
gave forth their lots; and the lot fell upon Matthias and he was 
numbered with the eleven apostles. 

(d) Acts vi. 1—(i.—And in those days, when the number of the 
disciples was multiplied, there arose a murmuring of the Grecians 
against the Hebrews, because their widows were neglected in the 
daily ministration. Then the twelve called the multitude of the 
disciples unto them, and said, It is not reason that we should leave 
the word of God, and serve tables. Wherefore, brethren, look ye 
out among you seven men of honest report, full of the Holy Ghost 
and wisdom, whom we may appoint over this business. But we 
will give ourselves continually to prayer, and to the ministry of the 
word. And the saying pleased the whole multitude : and they 
chose Stephen, a man full of faith and of the IIolv Ghost, and 
Philip, and Procliorus, and Nieauor, and Tinian, and Parmcuas, and 
Nicolas, a proselyte of Antioch : whom they set before the apos¬ 
tles ; and when they had prayed, they laid their hands on them. 

(e) Acts xiii. 1, 2.—Now there w'ere in the church that was at 
Antioch, certain prophets and teachers; as Barnabas, and Simeon 
that was called Niger, and Lucius of Gyrene, and Mauacn, which 
had been brought up with Ilerod the tetrareh, and Saul. As they 
ministered to the,Lord, and fasted, the Holy Ghost said. Separate me 
Barnabas and Saul for the work whereunto I have called them. 
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Q. 104 .—What did the Church ruler a of Antioch then do ? 

A .—“ When they had fasted and prayed, they laid their 
hands on them, and sent them away.” (/) 

Q. 105 .—What did this act of appointment really amount 
to? 

A .—To a recognition of Paid awl Barnabas as having the 
Lord’s commission and call, a solemn dedication of them to 
their work, and a formal admission of them to the discharge 
of its duties. 

Q. HKi .—What lesson may he drawn from the use made of 
the Presbytery of Antioch on this occasion ? 

A .—That the ordination of ministers to the service of their 
Master by the rulers of his Church is of great importance, 
and, when it can be had, is not to be dispensed with. 

Q. 107 ,—How was Timothy ordained? 

A .—The gift of the ministry was given him, we are told, 
“ by prophecy, with the laying on of the hands of the pres¬ 
bytery.” (y) 

Q. 108 .—What are we to understand by this ? 

A .—That the Holy Ghost announced him by special reve¬ 
lation, as one whom the Lord had chosen to serve him in the 
Gospel; and that, in due time, the presbytery formally re¬ 
cognised him ns such, and as having Christ’s warrant and call, 
and thereupon admitted him to the work by the imposition of 
hands. 

Q. 109 —Do apostolic times furnish any examples of per¬ 
sons haoiny authority to preach the. Gospel, although not 
ordained l 

A .—They do. A polios was without ordination, and yet 
the Lord accepted and blessed his ministry (A). Philip, so far 

(/) Acts xiii. 3.—And when they had fasted and prayed, and laid 
their hands on them, they sent them away. 

(y) 1 Tim. iv. 14.—Neglect not the gift that is in thee, which 
was giveii thee by prophecy, with the laying on of the hands of the 
presbytery. 

(A) Acts xviii. 24—28.—And a certain Jew named Apollos, bom 
at Alexandria, an eloquent man, and mighty in the Scriptures, came 
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as appears, had only a deacon’s ordination, and yet he preach¬ 
ed and baptized, and was approved of the Lord (i) and they 
that were scattered abroad by the persecution that arose about 
Stephen, and who, there is some reason for thinking, were 
private members of the Church, went everywhere preaching 
the Word, and the hand of the Lord was with them, (j) 


to Ephesus. This man was instructed in the way of the Lord; and 
being fervent in the spirit, he spake and taught diligently the things 
of the Lord, knowing only the baptism of John. And lie began to 
speak boldly in the synagogue: whom when Aquila and Priscilla 
had heard, they took him unto them, and expounded unto him the 
way of Cod more perfectly. And when lie was disposed to pass 
into Achaia, the brethren wrote, exhorting the disciples to receive 
him: who, when he was come, helped them much which had 
believed through grace: For he mightily convinced the Jews, and 
that publicly, shewing by the Scriptures that Jesus was Christ. 
1 Cor. iii. 5, (i. Who then is Paul, and who is Apollos, hut minis¬ 
ters by whom ye believed, even as the Lord gave to every man? I 
have planted, Apollos watered; but God gave the increase. 

(i) Acts viii. 5—12.—Then Philip went down to the city of Sa¬ 
maria, and preached Christ unto them. And the people with one 
accord gave heed unto those things which Philip spake, hearing 
and seeing the miracles which he did. For unclean spirits, crying 
with loud voice, came out of many that were possessed with them : 
and many taken with palsies, and that were lame, were healed. And 
there was great joy in that city. But there was a certain man, 
called Simon, which before time in the same city used sorcery, and 
bewitched the people of Samaria, giving out that himself was some 
great one: to whom they all gave heed, from the least to the great¬ 
est saying, This man is the great power of God. And to him 
they had regard, because that of long time he had bewitched them 
with sorceries, llut when they believed Philip preaching the things 
concerning the kingdom of God, and the name of Jesus Christ, 
they were baptized both men and women. And v. 2d to end of the 
chapter. 

(j) Acts viii. 1, 4.—And Saul was consenting unto his death. 
And at that time there was a great persecution against the church 
which was at Jerusalem; and they were all scattered abroad 
throughout the regions of Judea and Samaria, except the apostles. 
And devout men carried Stephen to his burial, and made great 
lamentation over him. As for Saul, he made havoc of the church, 
entering into every house, and healing men and women, committed 
them to prison. Therefore they that were scattered abroad, went 
every where preaching the word. Acts xi. 19, 21.—Now they 
which were scattered abroad upon the persecution that arose about 
Stephen, travelled as far as Phenice, and Cyprus, and Antioch, 



Q. 110.—What inferences are to be deduced from these 
things ? 

A .—Not that men, in settled times, and under ordinary 
circumstances, may enter upon the ministry without the sanc¬ 
tion of the rulers of the Church; but that the call and com¬ 
mission of Christ are distinct from the ordination of Christ’s 
servants; that it is the former that convey the power and 
authority of spiritual office ; and that there may be a lawful 
ministry in the Christian Church without any personal succes¬ 
sion from the apostles of our Lord. 

Q. 111 .—Supposing that it teas not t. hr ought he immediate 
"till of Christ, but through the line of on unbroken series of 
on/i nut ions, coming tlointivurds from the first ministers of 
Christianity, that the power of office in the Church, and the 
■ ■onnnission to preach the Gospel, mere convened, what would 
'he '■onscqnenre be ? 

.1 .—One of two things would he true ; either that the great 
Homan Antichrist—that mystical woman who is drunken with 
the blood of the saints, and with the blood of the martyrs of 
•k'Mis—is capable of constituting a minister of Christ, and of 
imparting Christ’s authority and commission, and that this, 
in tact, is what it does every time it ordains a priest to say 
mass ; or, that the Church of Christ must be held to be at 
present, and to have been for ages, without ministers, and that 
moody whatever can be reasonably regarded as at this moment 
having authority and commission from Christ to labour in his 
Gospel.* 


Drenching tlie word to none hut unto the Jews only. And the 
nand of the Lord was with them : and a great number believed, 
and turned unto the Lord. 

* It is gratifying to observe that, notwithstanding the high doctrine which 
prevails in Episcopal churches on the subject of ordination, the Church oi 
England appears to distinguish between Christ's call to the ministry and the 
Church's ordination to it. Among the questions which she puts to every 
candidate before ordaining bim are these : “ Do you trust that you are inward¬ 
ly moved by the Holy Ghost to take upon you this office and ministration, to 
serve God for the promoting of his glory, and the edifying of his peop e ?” 
“ Do you think that you are truly called, according to the will ot our Cord 
■lesus Christ and the due order of this realm, to the ministry of the Church t" 
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Part IV.—Church Power, and the Use of it. 

Q. 1 IB .—What is Church poiver commonly called ? 

A .—The power of the keys. 

Q. 11 !).—Why is it so named ? 

A. —To denote that it is delegated and ministerial. 

Q. 12ft. Ilow is it divided ? 

A .—Into four parts. 

Q. 121. —What is the first ? 

A .—The dogmatic power, in virtue of which the doctrines 
;\,ul laws of the Word are declared, and religious controversies 
are determined. 

Q. 122.— What is the second ? 

A .—The power of order, in virtue of which arrangements 
tire made, and rides are framed for doing all things decently 
and in order. 

Q. 123.— What is the third? 

A .— The power of discipline, in virtue of which admission 
is given to Church privileges, scandals are investigated, and 
censures pronounced, both on office-bearers and members of 
the Church. 

Q. 124. —What is the fourth ? 

A. —The power of ordination, in virtue of which those who 
are found to be duly qualified and called, are admitted to the 
offices Christ has instituted in the Church. 

Q. 123.— When is the dogmatic power abused ? 

A .—When it is made the pretext for a claim of infallibility, 
and employed to subvert the right of private judgment; and 
when that implicit submission, which is due only to the Word, 
is demanded for Church formularies and decrees. 

Q. 120.— Who are guilty of this abuse ? 

d- —Romanists, who say the Church is infallible; and 
Tractarians, who require implicit faith in it. 

Q. 12 ".—When is the power of order abused? 

A. —When rites and observances are instituted which have 
no warrant hi the Word ; and divinely appointed ordinances 
are modified or set aside. 
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Q. 128 .—When is the power of discipline abused? 

A ,—When due care is not taken to exclude from sealing 
ordinances the ignorant and the scandalous ; and when censures 
are inflicted harshly, without sufficient evidence of guilt, or 
against the liberties which Christ lias bestowed. 

Q. 129 .—When is the power of ordination abused ? 

A .—When it is exercised in cases where a scriptural title to 
the ministry does not exist; when it is made the basis of a 
claim to transmit the authority of ecclesiastical office; and 
when it is confounded with, and made a pretence for, a power 
of conveying the Holy Ghost. 


Pakt V.—Conclusion. 

Q. 130.— Who are they that violate the r.rown-riyhts of 
Christ as the head of authority to the Church ? 

A. —They are such as seek to subject the Church to human 
laws, in place of, or in addition to, his laws in the Scriptures; 
and such as allow either more or less authority and power to 
Church office-bearers than he has given them. 

Q. 131 .—How do the Pojiish Church, and Romanizing sects, 
violate Christ's preroyative in this respect ? 

A .—By adding their own laws to his laws, and putting their 
interpretations of his laws in the room of his laws themselves ; 
and by laying claim to a power of bestowing commission and 
authority on his servants. 

Q. 132. — How do Erastians violate the preroyative of our 
Lord? 

A .—By partially or wholly transferring to the civil magis¬ 
trate the authority and power over the Church which belong 
only to Christ, and the jurisdiction which he has committed 
to the office-bearers of the Church. 

Q. 133. —Has the principle of Christ's Headship, in re¬ 
spect of authority, an important bearing on the purity and 
progress of the Gospel, and the edification and increase of the 
Church ? 

£ 2 
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A .—It has. To intercept the communion of spiritual office¬ 
bearers with Christ himself, and his mind and will as contain¬ 
ed in the Bible, whether as regards doctrine, discipline, or 
ecclesiastical administration, must have an injurious effect on 
the feelings and character of the office-bearers themselves, and 
must act perniciously on the interests of the gospel and the 
true prosperity qf the Church, (m) 

Q. 134 .—Does our Lord's Headship over the nations 
convey to Church riders any civil authority, or any right of 
controlling the magistrate in the performance of the. duties of 
his office ? 

A. —No. ( n) 


CHAPTER III. 

The Testimony of the Church ok Scotland fob the 
Headship of Christ. 

Q. 135 .—Of how many parts does the Church of Scotland's 
testimony for the Headship of Christ consist f 
A .—Of four parts. 

1. There is her anti-Papal testimony for it. 

2. Her anti-Prelatical testimony for it. 

3. Her anti-Patronage testimony for it. 

4. Her anti-Erastian testimony for it. 


(m) Matt. vi. 24.—No man can serve two masters : for either he 
will hate the one, anil love the other; or else he will hold to the 
one anil despise the other. Ye cannot serve God and Mammon. 
Gal. i. 10.—For do I now persuade men, or God? or do I seek to 
please men? for if I yet pleased men, I should not be the servants 
of Christ. 

(n) Jjuke xii. 13, 14.—And one of the company said unto him, 
Master, speak to my brother, that he divide tne inheritance with 
me. Anil he said unto him, Man, who made me a judge or a divid¬ 
er over you ? 
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Section I. —The Church of Scotland’s Anti-Papal 
Testimony for the Headship of Christ. 

Q. 13fi. —When did the Church of Scotland first specially 
appear as a witness for the Headship of Christ ? 

A. —When, along with the rest of the Churches of the 
Reformation, she threw off the supremacy of tie Pope. 

Q, 137.— Did all the Protestant Churches act as witness 
for the Headship of Christ, when they rejected the Papal do¬ 
minion ? 

A.— No. 

Q. 138.— Why do you say that ? 

A .—Because most of them acquiesced, to a greater or less 
extent, iu the assumption by other parties of the ecclesiastical 
supremacy which had been wrested from the Pope. 

Q. 139. — Did the Church of Scotland do so? 

A. —No ; from the beginning she maintained that it was 
Christ’s place that the Pope had usurped in the Church, and 
she resisted all attempts on the part of others to intrude into 
it. 

Q. 140. —What is the substantial import of her anti-Papal 
testimony for the Headship of Christ ? 

A. —The substance of it is, that the Pope is that Man of 
Sin who—opposing and exalting himself above all that is called 
God, or that is worshipped, so that he, as God, sitteth in the 
temple of God, showing himself that he is God—usurps the 
place of Christ as Head of ordinances, of knowledge, of in¬ 
fluence, and of authority in the Church. 

Q. 141 .—To what period in the history of the Church of 
Scotland does her anti-Papal testimony for Christ’s Headship 
principally belong ? 

A. —To the period of her first Reformation. 

Q. 142 .—How has this testimony been exhibited 1 

A. —In the sufferings of her martyrs, the labours of her 
ministers, the obligations of her covenants, and the solemn 
declarations of her standards, 
s 3 



IJ. 1 Id.— Who were hi 1 )- must eminent martyrs in this cause ? 

J ,—Patrick Hamilton, George Wishart, and M ailer Mill. 

Q. 1 1 1.— What minister was most, distinguished as an in. 
strument raised up by (tod to guide her into the position of a 
witness for Christ and his prerogatives against the Roman 
Antichrist ? 

A .—John KMtox. 

Q. 14.i.— Is if not the. fact that Knox appealed to the nobi- 
titg and civil estate of the realm against an ecclesiastical sen¬ 
tence ? 

A .—It is the fact that lie thus appealed from a sentence 
that was passed by a conclave of Romish ecclesiastics. 

Q. 1-16.— Was not this an. admission on his part that the 
spiritual sapremacg which, had bear exercised Lg the Pope 
belonged to the civil magistrate ? 

A .—Not so, indeed. The sentence he appealed from, al¬ 
though passed by ecclesiastics, was a temporal sentence, de¬ 
creeing the penalty of death against him ; and his appeal im¬ 
plied simply that the magistrate alone had the power of the 
-.word. 

• Q. 147.— In what covenants teas the Church's testimong 
displayed ? 

A .—There was a number of “ bands" or covenants pointed 
against the Papal sway. Five are mentioned as having been 
formed before August 1560, when the separation from Rome 
was formally effected; but by far the most remarkable and 
celebrated was the National Covenant, subscribed, 1580-81 
by the king, his household, and persons of all ranks through¬ 
out the country, in conformity with an ordinance of the 
Lord’s of Secret Council, and Acts of the General Assembly. 

Q. 148.— In what, standards are the declarations exhibit¬ 
ing the Chv.rch's testimony to be found? 

A .—Chiefly in her Confessions of faith. 

Q. 149.— Is her testimong brought down to the present 
day ? 

A .—It is, in the Westminster Confession. 



Q. 150 .—How does that Jorum tary c.i'jires^it f 
A.—“ There is no other Head of the Church lmt the Lord 
Jesus Christ; nor can the Pope of Home, in any sense, he 
Head thereof; but is that Antichrist, that Man of Sin, and 
Son of perdition, that exalteth himself in the Church against 
Christ, and all that is called God.” 


Sfxtion II.— The Chukch of Scotland’s Anti-Prela- 

ticat. Testimony for the Headship of Christ. 

Q. 151.— Wherein does the Church's nnti-Prelulical testi¬ 
mony consist ? 

A .—In the opposition of her judicatories to Prelacy and its 
usages, and in the sacrifices and sufferings of her office-bear¬ 
ers and members on account of their nonconformity. 

Q. 152.— What is the system of Prelacy ? 

A. —It is that which vests the government of the Church 
and the power of ordination in the hands of prelates—that is 
to say, pastors or bishops of a superior order. 

Q. 153 .—Why say you that the Church of Scotland's testi¬ 
mony against the system of Prelacy is a testimony for the 
Headship of Christ ? 

A.—Because ordinary pastors and presbyters arc deprived 
by that system of the ecclesiastical power and authority which 
Christ, as Head of ordinances, has attached to their office ; 
and because it has, in every age, and to a great extent, been 
accompanied by claims and pretensions inconsistent with the 
prerogatives of Christ, as Head of ordinances, of knowledge, 
of influence, and of authority. 

Q. 154 .—What are some of the claims and pretensions re¬ 
ferred to ? 

A. —In connection with Prelatic government, there 1ms 
generally been a claim of authority to decree rites and cere¬ 
monies—that is to say, to introduce new ordinances, and to 
modify those which Christ has appointed—and to fix and de¬ 
termine the meaning of Scripture by ecclesiastical interpreta- 



44 


tions; power has been alleged to unite men to Christ , to be¬ 
stow pardon of sins, and to regenerate by means.of baptism ; 
and prelates are asserted to have the faculty of conveying 
Christ’s commission, and the gift of the Holy Ghost, to all on 
whom they please to lay their hands. 

Q. 155.— IIow often has the Church of Scotland succeeded 
in casting Prelacy out of her constitution ? 

A .—Three times, viz., on the establishment of Presbyterian¬ 
ism in 1592, at the beginning of the second Reformation in 
1638, and at the Revolution in 1689. 

Q. 156.— To lohat period in the Church of Scotland’s his¬ 
tory may her anti-Prelatical testimony he said more peculiarly 
to belong ? 

A. —To the period of the second Reformation. 

Q. 157.— Why so? 

A. —Because it was then that her antagonism to Prelacy 
was most decisively and energetically developed, that the sys¬ 
tem received its most signal overthrow at her hands, and that 
the famed bulwarks of solemn national covenants were reared 
against it; and because, in the whole of her after testimony* 
regard was ever had, more or less, to what was then achieved, 
and to the position then taken up. 

Q. 158.— What were the most remarkable steps of the se¬ 
cond Reformation ? 

A. —These four, viz., the renewal of the National Covenant 
with a bond renouncing Prelacy, and the Articles of Perth; 
the pulling down of Prelacy by the Assembly held at Glasgow 
in 1638 ; the adoption of the Solemn League and Covenant, 
whereby Scotland united with England and Ireland in an anti- 
Papal and anti-Prelatical alliance; and the approval and accept¬ 
ance of the Calvinistic and Presbyterian standards drawn np 
by the Westminster divines. 

Q. 159 .—What has the era preceding the second Refor¬ 
mation been sometimes called? 

A. —The era of the first Scottish Prelacy. 

Q. 160 .—Was not the second Reformation preceded by two 



45 


distinct Prelacies, namely, one before, and another after, the 
establishment of Presbytery in 1592 ? 

A .—The constitution of the Church of Scotland was origi¬ 
nally Presbyterian; but it is true that, in 1572, a kind of 
Prelacy was introduced at wliat has been called the Convention 
of Leith: Episcopalian authorities, however, rather disown it, 
because the prelates never received consecration, and were sub¬ 
ject to trial and ceusure by the General Assembly. 

Q. 161.— Are there any Prelutic 'u.sayes by which the era of 
the first Prelacy was characterized ? 

A. —Yes; in a packed Assembly, held at Perth in 1618, 
five articles were passed, introducing the observance of certain 
holidays, (viz., Christmas, Good Friday, Easter, Ascension, and 
Pentecost,) the rite of confirmation, kneeling at the Lord’s 
supper, private baptism, and private communion. 

Q. 162.— Were these articles complied with? 

A. —By many they were not, being regarded as unwarranted 
by Scripture, and therefore passed in violation of the Head¬ 
ship of Christ.* 

* The grounds of opposition to the Five Articles of Perth were such as 
these, viz.:— 

As to holidays.— That there is Scripture warrant and example for one stated 
holiday in the Christian Church, namely, the first day of every week; that 
there is also Scripture warrant for occasional days of religious observance, 
whether as days of humiliation or thanksgiving, according to the Lord’s deal¬ 
ings with his Church and people; but that, beyond this, the authority of 
Scripture does not go; that, if God had intended that his Church should, 
in Christian limes, have stated holidays over and above the weekly Sabbath, 
it may be believed that he would have appointed them, as.he did in the case 
of the Old Testament Church, or, at all events, that there would have been 
some evidence that the apostles kept them ; and that, for man to establish 
certain annual holidays, in addition to the weekly holiday which God has 
established, is an act of will-worship—is an assumption of the very power by 
which the Sabbath itself was instituted, and is therefore an infringement of 
the rights of Christ as the only Head and Lawgiver of the Church. It was 
held, also, that one purpose for which the Christian Sabbath was given was, 
that there might be a weekly commemoration of the birth, death, resurrection, 
and ascension of Christ, ana of the effusion of the Holy Spirit; and that the 
unauthorized appointment of annual commemorations of these events had 
some tendency to make them be forgotten, or but slightly regarded, on the 
day which the Lord himself had hallowed and set apart for their weekly com¬ 
memoration. _ 

As to confirmation. —That it was without divine autlvity or apostolic 
example, and, therefore, an ordinance wholly of human origin, which duty to 
Christ, as Head of ordinances, required them to reject. It was also consider¬ 
ed to have a tendency to promote self-deception and false peace among the 
people, and to aggrandize the Prelatical order. 
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Q. 1G3.— Was there any persecution under the first Prela¬ 
cy? 

A .—There was severe persecution. A despotic tribunal, 
called the High Commission Court, anil consisting of bishops 
and laymen, was erected for the purpose of summarily pun¬ 
ishing the ministers who did not conform; and not a few were 
deprived of their charges, imprisoned, banished to distant 
parts of the country, or sent out of the kingdom. 

Q. 104.— What circumstance more immediately led to the 
proceedings which issued in the second Reformation ? 

A .—The attempt to introduce Archbishop Laud’s semi-Po- 
pish Service-Book. 

Q. 105.— What has the period that followed the second 
Reformation heen called ? 

A .—The period of the second Prelacy. 

Q. 100 .—What happened on the introduction of the second 
Prelacy ? 

A. —From three to four hundred ministers resigned then- 
livings. 

Q. 107.— Was there much suffering for nonconformity du¬ 
ring this period ? 

A. —The Presbyterians of Scotland endured one of the 
hottest and bloodiest persecutions that Christian history re¬ 
cords. They were ruinously fined, cast into prison, immured 
in unwholesome dungeons, banished the kingdom, sold into 
slavery, put to the torture, drowned in the sea, executed pn 


As tn kneeling at the Lard’s supper. —That, however plausibly it might be 
defended as an attitude that was devout, and that was the most becoming- of 
any for sinners when tnuking so near tin approach to God, it was liable to the 
fatal objection, that it did not receive the sanction of the Head of ordinances, 
when he instituted the supper; that Christ knew best wbat was the most 
appropriate attitude, and that he had adopted the posture commonly used at 
table when taking meat; that this posture served to express the holy fami¬ 
liarity to which Christ graciously admits his people—an end which could not 
be so well answered by the practice of kneeling; and that, in fine, kneeling 
was connected with superstitious and Popish views of the ordinance, and 
savoured of thdQkvorship of the elements which necessarily flowed from the 
doctrine of transubstantiation. , 

And as to private baptism and private communion. —That the private cele¬ 
bration of the sacraments was fitted to encourage the Popish notion that they 
were essentiul to salvation. 
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the scaffold, and shot down by the military, on the moors, and 
at their own doors, in cold blood. Even children and tender 
women were not always spared from the most barbarous of the 
inflictions of that unhappy time. 

Q. 168.— Was there any separate organization of the 
Church under the ministers ioho had been obliged to vacate 
their livings ? 

A .—Only in a very imperfect degree—partly from the waut 
of union among the Presbyterians, and perhaps from a hope 
that they would soon regain possession of the machinery of 
the Establishment, aud^artly from the intolerant fury of the 
rulers of the nation. Conventicles—a name given to all meet¬ 
ings of the people for Christian worship that were not held in 
the parish churches, and under Prelatic sanction—were for¬ 
bidden by law, and heavy penalties were enacted against those 
who attended them. Meetings, however, were often held, both 
in private houses and in the fields ; and the sacraments were 
sometimes dispensed on these occasions. Assemblies, also, 
of a Presbytcrial character secretly met now and then; and a 
few individuals were ordained to the ministry. 

Q. 1(59.— Which was the true Church of Scotland at this 
time—the Church that teas established, or the Church that 
was persecuted ? 

A .—There can be no difficulty in recognising the outed 
ministers, and the people adhering to them, as the Church of 
Knox, Melville, and Henderson—as the Protestant Church of 
1560—the Presbyterian Church of 1592—the Covenanted 
Church of 1638. 

Q. 170.— What were the respective durations of the two 
Prelacies ? 

A .—Each continued for twenty-eight years. The, first ex¬ 
tended from 1610 to 1638, and the second from 1661 to 1689. 
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Section III.— The Church or Scotland’s Anti-Pa¬ 
tronage Testimony for the Headship of Christ.* 

Q. 171.— What is lay patronage ? 

A. —It is that system under which the power and privilege 
of electing and presenting, whether to a Church living merely, 
or to a living and to the cure of souls conjointly, is viewed as 
seculiar property and a civil right, which may be acquired by 
purchase or inheritance, and possessed and enjoyed irrespec¬ 
tively of religious character, Christian profession, mental en¬ 
dowment, or moral qualification. 

Q. 172.— Is the right or pririleg&of electing to the cure 
of souls essentially and necessarily of a spiritual nature ? 

A. —Just as much so as the power of ordaining to the 
Christian ministry. Both flow from Christ as Head of the 
Church; both ought to be exercised in subordination to his 
authority, and with a supreme regard to the glory of his name ; 
and neither can be exercised aright without sp cial grace for ' 
doing it. (o) 


(o) Acts i. 21—26.—Wherefore ... aesc an winch have com- 
panietl with us all the time that the Lord Jr ns went in and out 
among us. Beginning from the baptism of John, unto that same 
day that he was taken up from us, must one be ordained to be a 
witness with us of his resurrection. And they appointed two, Jo¬ 
seph called Barsabas, who was surnamed Justus, and Matthias. And 
they prayed, and said, Thou, Lord, which knowest the hearts of all 
men, shew whether of these two thou hast chosen, that he may 
take part of this ministry and apostleship, from which Judas by- 
transgression fell, that he might go to liis own place. And they 
gave forth their lots; and the lot fell upon Matthias; and lie was 
numbered with the eleven apostles. Acts vi. 1—6.—And in those 
days, when the number of the disciples was multiplied, there arose 
a murmuring of the Grecians against the Hebrews, because their 
widows were neglected in the daily ministration. Then the twelve 
called the«multitude of the disciples unto them, and said, It is not 
reason that we should leave the word of God, and serve tables. 
Wherefore, brethren, look ye out among you seven men of honest 
report, full of .the Holy Ghost and wisdom, whom we may appoint 

* The subject of this section belongs, logically, to the Anti-Erastian Tes¬ 
timony of the Church; but it is more convenient to treat of it in a section by 
itself. 
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Q. 173.—Is it warrantable to treat a spiritual right and 
privilege as a piece of secular property ? 

A.—It is the very sin of Simon Magus, (p) 

Q> 174 .—Is it consistent with Christ's Headship in the 
Church, to secularise the privilege of choosing or nominating 
his ministers, and convert it into a civil right ? 

A .—It is not; inasmuch as a privilege pertaining to his 
spiritual kingdom, and clearly falling under his jurisdiction as 
Head of the Church, is thereby withdrawn from his authority, 
and subjected to the kingdoms of this world. 

Q. 1/5 .—How do yon divide the antipatronage testimony 
of the Church of Scotland? 

A .—Into two parts—her former and her recent anti-patron¬ 
age testimony. 


Part I. - -The Church of Scotland’s former Antipatronage 
Testimony for . V Headship of Christ. 

Q. 17 ( >.—Wherein did her former antipatronage testimony 
consist ? 

A .—In three things 

1. —In her efforts t" restrict the right of patronage to the 
living. 

2. —In her opposition to patronage altogether. 

3. —In the sacrifices made bv her, rather than acquiesce in 
its extension to the office. 

Q. 177.— How were her efforts to confine it to the living 
put forth ? 

over this business. But we will give ourselves continually to 
prayer, and to the ministry of the word. And the saying pleased 
the whole multitude: and they chose Stephen, a man full of faith 
and of the Holy Ghost, and Philip, and Prochorus, and Nicanor, 
and Timon, and Parmenas, and Nicolas a proselyte of Antioch: 
whom they set before the Apostles; and when they had prayed, 
they laid their hands on them. 

(p) Acts viii. 18. And when Simon saw, that through laying on 
of the apostles’ hands the Holy Ghost was given, he offered them 
money. 

F 
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A .—By declaring and upholding it as a fundamental prin¬ 
ciple of her constitution, that the choice or acceptance of the 
congregation was necessary as a title to the pastoral office. 

Q. 17S .—Where did she declare this? 

A .—In her Books of Discipline, and in various Acts of 
Assembly.* 

Q. 179 .—In what manner did she uphold it ? 

A .—By refusing to ordain presentees, unless the congrega¬ 
tion called them ; and by exhibiting, in the questions put to 
ministers before their ordination, the call or election of the 
members of the Church as the ground of her procedure in 
forming the pastoral tie.f 


■* “ Ordinary vocation consisteth in election, examination, and admission. 
It appertained! to the people, and to every several congregation, to elect their 
minister. 1’or altogether this is to be avoided, that any man be violently 
intruded or thurst in upon any congregation. Hut this liberty must be reserved 
with all care to every several Church, to have their votes and suffrages in 
the election of their ministers.”— First Boole of Discipline, Head iv. 

“ Election is the choosing out of a person, or persons, most able, to the 
office that vakes [is vacant], by the judgment of the eldership, and consent of 
the congregation to which shall he the person or persons appointed. So that 
none be intruded upon any congregation, either by the prince or any inferior 
person, without lawful election and the consent of the people oyer w hom the 
person is placed, as the practice of the apostolical and primitive Kirk and 
good order crave.”— Second Book of Discipline, chapters iii. and xiii. 

t The following was the invariable order of procedure in the settlement of 
a minister:— 

1. The presentation by the patron, with the presentee’s letter of acceptance, 
were laid before the presbytery. 

2. The presentee was appointed to preach before the congregation. 

3. The presbytery went to the parish, and asked the congregation to give 
the presents a call in these or similar terms, viz.:— 

“ We, the heritors, elders, heads of families, and parishioners of the parish 

of-, taking into our consideration the present destitute state of the said 

parish, through the want of a Gospel ministry among us, occasioned by the 

death of our late pastor, the Rev.-, and being satisfied with the 

learning, abilities, and other good qualifications of yoij,-, preacher 

of the Gospel, and having heard you preach to our satisfaction and edifica¬ 
tion, do hereby INVITE AND CALL you, the said-, to take the 

charge and oversight of this parish, and to come and labour among us in the 
work of the Gospel ministry; hereby promising to you all due respect and 
encouragement in the Lord. We likewise entreat the reverend Presbytery 

of-to approve and concur with this our most cordial CALL, and to use 

alt proper means for making the same effectual, by your ordination and settle¬ 
ment among us, as soon as the steps necessary thereto will admit. In witness 
whereof, we subscribe these presents,” &c. 

4. 'The presbytery considered the call, and sustained it, if sufficiently sub¬ 
scribed. 

5. The presentee being now furnished with a title to the benefice and a 
title to the office, the presbytery took him on trials. 
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Q. 180. What have you to tell of the sacrifices she made, 
rather than acquiesce in the extension of the power of patrons 
to nominate to the office ? 

A,— The outed ministers of 1662 (from three to four hun¬ 
dred in number) were driven from their parishes for this, 
among other reasons, that, having previously been ordained 
at the suit and calling of their congregations alone, they would 
not agree to be anew presented to tlieir offices by the patrons, 
whom the law had just restored. 

Q. 181.— Were not the Erskines and their brethren, who 
founded the Secession Church ; Mr. Gillespie, who founded the 
Relief; and the many thousands of the people of God who gave 
up their interest in the Establishment that they might escape 
from the intrusion of ministers, sufferers in what was substan¬ 
tially the same cause ? 

A. —Yes ; the losses they incurred, and the sacriKccs they 
made, were because they could- not submit to have ministers 
ordained, and the pastoral tie fonned, upon the patron’s civil 
deed of presentation, and without the call of the members of 
the Church. 

Q. 182. —What evidence is there of the Church’s opposition, 
to patronage as a system altogether ? 

A. —The declaration respecting it in her Second Book oi 
Discipline ;* the fact that she twice obtained its abolition by 

6. The trials being finished, find the presentee round qualified presbytery 
and presentee repaired to the parish, and the ordinutiun took plflle alter the 
presentee had answered the following- among other questions, which were put 
to him in face of the congregation :— 

“ Have you used any undue methods, either by yourself or others, in pro¬ 
curing this call ?” 

" Do you accept of, and close with, THE CALL to he pastor of this parish, 
and promise, through grace, to perform all the duties of a faithful minister of 
the Gospel among this people !’ 

* “Because this order, which God's Word craves, cannot stand with 
patronages and presentations to benefices used in the Pope’s Kirk, we desire 
all them that truly fear God earnestly to consider, that forasmuch as the 
names of patronages and benefices, together with the effect thereof, have, 
flowed from the Pope and corruption of the canon law only, in so far us there¬ 
by any person was intruded or placed over kirks having curam animarum ; 
and forasmuch as that manner of proceeding hath no ground in the Word 
of God, but is contrary to the same and to tiie said liberty of election, they 
ought not to have place in this light of Reformation.”— Second Book of Dis¬ 
cipline, ch. xii. 
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Parliament, viz., in 1649* and in 1690; and her remonstrances 
against the Act of Queen Anne, 1712, which broke the Treaty 
of Union by restoring it.f 

Q. 183.— When did her former anti-patronage testimony 
cease ? 

A. —It practically ceased about twenty years after Queen 
Anne’s Act restoring patronage was passed. 

Q. 184.— How did the Church drop her anti-patronage 
testimony ? 

A.—By giving zealous effect to the law of patronage; and 
by recognising the patron’s presentation as a title to the office 
no less than to the living, and thereupon ordaining presentees, 
when they were not only not called by the congregation, but 
when it reclaimed against them. 

Q. 185.— Was this a necessary consequence of submitting 
to the Act of Queen Anne ? 

A. —Not a necessary consequence; for the Act of Queen 
Anne was not, at that time, understood as establishing patron¬ 
age in any other form than as a power of giving title to the 
ecclesiastical benefice or living; and the civil courts were ac¬ 
customed to take no other view of it. 

Q. 186. —To what then, is the conduct of the Church in 
abandoning her anti-patronage testimony to be ascribed? 

A. —To the ascendency at that time acquired in the Church 

* The AA1649 declares “ that patronages and presentations of kirks is an 
evil and a Midage under which the Lord’s people and ministers of this land 
have long groaned; and that it has no warrant in Clod’s Word, but is found¬ 
ed only on the canon law, and is a custom Popish, and brought into the 
Kirk in time of ignorance and superstition ; that the same is contrary to the 
Second Book of Discipline, and to several Acts of General Assemblies; and 
that it is prejudicial to the liberty of the people and planting of kirks, and 
unto the free calling and entry of ministers unto their charge. ” 

t At the Union between Scotland and England, it was solemnly stipulated 
that the Presbyterian Church, with all its rights and privileges, as settled at 
the Revolution—one of the most highly prized of these privileges being its 
freedom from lay patronage—should “ continue without any alteration to the 
people of this land in all succeeding generationsand both Parliaments 
agreed and enacted, that the observance of this article should be “ a funda¬ 
mental and essential condition of the Union, without any alteration thereof, 
or derogation thereto, in any sort, for everand that the sovereigns of 
Britain, at their accession to the crown, should “swear and subscribe” 
inviolably to maintain it. This was in 1707. In 1712, only five years after. 
Queen Anne’s Act was passed, by which patronage was restored. 



courts by a party that was much imbued with a secular spirit, 
was willing to make the Church subservient to political ends, 
and especially disliked the evangelical fervour and Calvinistie 
doctrines which were relished by the general body of the 
people. 

Q. 187.— To what circumstance is the rise of this party to 
be traced, ? 

A. —To the receiving of about three hundred curates, from 
the Prelatical and persecuting Establishment of Charles II., 
into the Presbyterian Church at the Revolution. 

Q. 188.— lloio did the evangelical and true Presbyterian 
minority act, when the dominant party thus enforced lay 
patronage in its most obnoxious form ? 

A .—They maintained the attitude of a protesting body 
within the Establishment. 

Q. 189 .—lThy did they not leave the Establishment ? 

A. —Because they considered they had ground to stand 
upotr in its constitutional principles and statutory conditions, 
which could not be altered by the actings of a corrupt major¬ 
ity of its office-bearers. 

Q. 190.— Was there anything else by which the ruling 
party in the Church evinced its disposition to uphold in all its 
rigour the system of lay patronage ? 

A. —Yes; it deprived of the power of the keys, and of aft 
share in the government and discipline of the Church, those 
pastors of congregations who were not settled in* parochial 
charges sanctioned by the civil courts, and thus practically 
lodged the whole administration of Church affairs in the holders 
of patronage livings. 

Q. 191.— When did this party lose its ascendency in the 
Church ? 

A. —In the year 1834, when it changed places with the 
evangelical body, and became a minority. 
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Part II.— The Church of Scotland’s recent Anti-Patron¬ 
age Testimony for the Headship of Christ. 

Q. 192. —Wherein does the recent anti-patronage testi¬ 
mony of the Church consist ? 

A. —It resembles, in all points, her former anti-patronage 
testimony, consisting,— 

1. In her efforts to restrict the right of patronage to the 
living. 

2. In her opposition to patronage altogether. 

3. In the sacrifices she has made, rather than acquiesce in 
its extension to the office. 

Q. 193. —What did the Church do, in 1834, to restrict 
the right of patronage to the Jiving ? 

A. —She passed the Veto Law, declaring and enacting that 
a presentee should be rejected when the members of the con¬ 
gregation, as represented by the male heads of families in full 
communion, refused to accept him j and so, in effect, reviving 
the call as the title to the pastoral office. 

Q. 194. —Bid the Church do rashly in passing her Veto 
Lawf 

A. —On the contrary, she was shut up to the adoption of 
that, or some similar measure. 

Q. 195. —Why so ? 

A. —Because the evangelical party, who now prevailed in her 
councils, had always held it as a principle, that the Church 
could not, without sin, act under any system of patronage 
which was subversive of the congregational call, or which 
rested the title to the holy ministry on the civil instrument 
of a presentation. 

Q. 196. —When the law of the Church establishing the • 
Veto was pronounced at variance with the law of the State, 
what did she do ? 

A. —She declared she was bound in conscience to adhere to 
her principle, and must go on without the sanction of the 
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State in the -meantime, submitting to the inconvenience and 
loss which that might involve; and her strenuous endeavours 
were directed to a new arrangement with the State, whereby 
the rights of Christian congregations might be maintained, 
and the power of patrons confined to the disposal of the tem¬ 
poralities. 

Q. 197.— Were her endeavours successful ? 

A .—They totally tailed. 

Q. 198.— What step was the Church led to adopt in con¬ 
sequence of their failure ? 

A. —Perceiving, after three years of fruitless negotiations 
with the Government of the country, that it was the existence 
of lay patronage which formed the great obstacle to a satis¬ 
factory settlement, and calling to mind the breach of the 
Union Treaty by its restoration in 1712, the Assembly of 
1842 resolved and declared, by a majority of two hundred and 
sixteen to one hundred and forty-seven, that “ patronage uas 
a grievance, had been attended with much injury to the cause 
of true religion in this Church and kingdom, was the main 
cause of the difficulties in which the Church is at present in¬ 
volved, and that it ought to be abolished.” 

Q. 199.— Was this all that the Church did ? 

A .—This was not all. The rulers of the nation having at 
length, in 1843, definitively required her, on her duty as a 
Church nationally endowed and supported, to renounce her 
position, and to acknowledge in the presentation of a patron 
a title to the ministry as well as to the living—led by four 
hundred and seventy of her pastors and a vast multitude of 
her elders, on the 18th of May in that year, she withdrew 
from her connection with the State; and, surrendering her 
temporalities and the advantages she enjoyed as an Establish¬ 
ment, that she might not come under an obligation to treat a 
spiritual privilege bestowed by her Lord as a civil right be¬ 
stowed by man, she thus, through grace, gloriously consum¬ 
mated her anti-patronage testimony for the Headship of 
Christ. 
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Q. 200.— What position does the Church Establishment 
now occupy as regards lay patronage ? 

A. —Under final decisions of the civil courts, and under the 
Acts of Lord Aberdeen,* it recognises the patron’s presenta¬ 
tion as conferring on the presentee an exclusive right to he 
taken on trials for the pastoral office among a particular flock, 
and for the function of an ambassador of Christ to a particu¬ 
lar congregation; in other words, as investing a qualified pre¬ 
sentee with a title to ordination and the pastoral charge. 

Q. 201.— What is now the law of the Establishment with 
respect to the call of the congregation ? 

A. —The law now is, that while the call may be a very good 
thing as an encouragement to the presentee, the want of it is 
no legal obstacle to the formation of the pastoral tie ; and the 
ordination and settlement must take place, although the con. 
gregation unanimously declare that the presentee does not 
edify them, unless they shall state objections and reasons 
against him, the relevancy of which can be made good in the 
civil courts, and the proof in support of which satisfies the 
courts ecclesiastical. 

Q. 202.— Are these the provisions of the Act of Lord 
Aberdeen ? 

A. —In substance they are. 

Q. 203.— Does not Lord Aberdeen's Act expressly bind 
down the Establishment to the intrusion of ministers against 
the feelings and wishes of the people ? 

A. —Yes ; the Act declares that “ it shall not be lawful to 
reject a presentee upon the ground of any mere dissent or dis¬ 
like, expressed by any part of the congregation of the parish 
to which he is presented.” 

Q. 204.— Is the form of a call by the parish still used in 
the Establishment ; and do the questions at ordination still 
set forth the call as the only ground on which the pastoral 
relation is constituted ? 

A .—Yes. 


6 and 7, Victoria, e. 61. 
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Q. 205. —In what light is such conduct to he viewed? 

A .—It is a mockery, and is fitted to deceive. 

Q. 206. —Wherein lies the difference between the position 
which the Establishment occupies now, and the position it 
occupied before 1834, as respects lay patronage and the 
call ? 

A .—The difference is, that, in effecting forced settlements, 
it now merely performs what is admitted to be its statutory 
duty; whereas formerly, when doing the very same things, 
and intruding ministers on reclaiming congregations, it was 
understood to be but using, or rather abusing, its statutory 
liberty. 

Q. 207- —How does this difference affect a minority who 
think it sinful to intrude ministers against the congregational 
voice, and to convert a spiritual privilege into a secular right ? 

A. —Such a minority, being unpledged by the terms on 
which the temporalities were understood to be held before 
1831, had at that time ground to stand upon as a protesting 
body within the Establishment; but they can neither consis¬ 
tently nor honestly continue and protest in the Establishment 
now, because by the law, as now declared and fixed, no ground 
remains for them to stand upon, and they could not give effect 
to their principles if they became a majority. 


Section IV.— The Church of Scotland's Anti-Eras- 
tian Testimony for the Headship of Christ. 

Q. 208. —What is Erastianism ? 

ji ,—It is to place the Churches of Christ, and the affairs 
necessarily and peculiarly belonging to them as such, under 
the laws or the administration of the civil magistrate. 

Q, 209. —Is a testimony against Erastianism—that ** to 
say, a testimony for the Church's freedom from the dominion 
and rule of the magistrate—equivalent to a testimony for the 
Headship of Christ ? 
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A. —Yes; it is Christ’s prerogative, as Head of authority, 
that the Church be subject to his laws and to his ministers 
alone; and this prerogative is, consequently, invaded when 
the Church is put in subjectiou either to the laws or to the 
servants of the magistrate. 

Q. 210 .—TIow do yon divide the Church of Scotland 1 s tes¬ 
timony for the freedom of Christ's Churches from the rule of 
the magistrate ? 

A .—Into two parts—her former and her recent testimony. 


Part I .—The former Anti-Erastian Testimony. 

Q. 211 .—Wherein did her former testimony for freedom 
consist ? 

A .—In the following five particulars, viz.:— 

1. Iu exercising her own freedom as a Church of Christ 
before the world without fear or hesitation. 

2. In claiming and asserting it when it was spoken against 
and invaded. 

3. In vindicating it by her discipline when it was betrayed. 

4. In suffering for it, rather than give it up. 

5. And in obtaining its acknowledgment and sanction by 
the State. 


Bivision 1 .—The Church's Exercise of her Freedom to Serve 
Christ alone as her Head. 

Q. 212 .—What were the matters in relation to which she 
exercised her freedom ? 

A .—They were such as the preaching of the Gospel and 
dispensation of the sacraments, the public Confession of her 
Faith, the Catechisms for the. instruction of her people, the 
infliction of censures, the form of her government, and the 
composition of her judicatories. 
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Q. 213. —Did her ministers, at the Reformation from Po¬ 
pery, wait for the magistrate's authority or license to preach 
the Gospel, or dispense the sacraments ? 

A. —They did not wait .in instant. They acted under Christ’s 
authority and commission; and, when the magistrate laid his 
iuterdict upon them, they disregarded it, like the apostles of 
old—obeying God rather than man. 

Q. 214. —What Confessions of Faith were adopted by the 
Church of Scotland ? 

A .—The Old, or John Knox’s Confession, which was drawn 
up in 1500 ; and the Westminster Confession, which was sanc¬ 
tioned by the Assembly in 1047. 

Q. 215 .— Did the Church adopt them freely, or were they 
■imposed upon her by the civil power ? 

A .—The Church freely adopted them. 

Q. 21G.— Did not the Stale adopt them too ? 

A .—Yes j but it was after their adoption by the Church. 

Q. 217. —When the Church substituted the Westminster 
Confession for that of John Knox, had the sanction of the 
latter by the State been withdrawn ? 

A. No; the Confession of John Knox had the sanction of 
the State at the very time. 

Q. 218 .—Did the Church of Scotland always adopt such 
catechisms as she thought necessary and fit for the Christian 
instruction of the people ? 

A. —Always; and her catechisms sometimes had the sanc¬ 
tion of the State, and sometimes no sanction but her own. 

Q. Did she consult the will of the civil magistrate in inflict¬ 
ing her censures. 

A .—She inflicted heT censures on all offenders, both high 
and low, according to her sense of the will of Christ. 

Q. 220. —What were her proceedings in regard to the form 
of her government ? 

jl _when she became convinced that it was not scriptural, 

she changed it. 

Q. 221.— How often did this occur ? 
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A. —Twice—in 1580 and in 1638. 

Q. 222.. —What circumstance can you mention which made 
the step she took on these occasions a very striking exercise of 
freedom from the rule of the civil power ? 

A. —In both cases the form of government which she re¬ 
nounced and set aside had the sanction and approval of the 
State at the time. 

Q. 223. —How did she exercise her freedom in regard to 
the composition of her judicatories ? 

A. —She at once gave effect to her fundamental principle 
respecting the equality of ministers, by admitting into her 
courts all who held the pastoral office, whether they were 
endowed or unendowed, and whether the charges they filled 
were civilly established or not. 

Q. 224.— Was this all? 

A- —No; by her sole appointment, ruling elders were, from 
the very first, made members of her judicatories along with 
their pastors. 

Q. 225. —Did not the State expressly sanction the right 
of ruling elders to sit in Church courts ? 

A. —It did; but not till the Revolution—one hundred and 
thirty years after the Church had admitted them. 

Q. 226. —Are there any instances of this exercise of her 
freedom occurring subsequently to the Revolution ? 

A. —Yes; ordained chaplains and missionaries were received 
by her as members of her judicatories till about the middle of 
the eighteenth century; commissioners from the Scotch Church 
at Campvere, in Holland, sat in her General Assemblies till 
the breaking up of that Church by the French invasion in the 
days of Bonaparte; and she passed an Act in 1814, conferring 
on the Scotch Church in India a right of representation in 
her supreme court—which right has been enjoyed without 
interruption down to the present time. 

Q. 227 .—Did the State never sanction the right of Camp¬ 
vere or of India to be represented in the General Assembly ? 

A. —Never. 
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Division II.— Her Assertion of her freedom when it was 
threatened and Invaded. 

Q. 228.— Was the Church unmolested in the exercise of 
her freedom ? 

A. —Quite the contrary; her right to it was often denied, 
and it was the frequent object of attack by the judges and 
rulers of the nation. 

Q. 229.— Was the Church silent when that happened , or 
did she practically succumb ? 

A. —She was not silent,nor did she ever voluntarily succumb. 

Q. 2.30.— What was the doctrine which she promulgatei! 
respecting it in her Second Book of Discipline ? 

A .—She there proclaimed that 
The power ecclesiastical is an authority granted by God 
the Father, through the Mediator Jesus Christ, unto his 
Church, and having its ground in the Word of God; to be 
put in execution by them unto whom the spiritual govern¬ 
ment of the Church is by lawful calling committed.” “This 
power ecclesiastical,” she said, “ flows immediately from God, 
and the Mediator Jesus Christ, and is spiritual, not having a 
(erhporal head on earth, but only Christ, the only spiritual 
King and Governor of his Church. It is a title falsely 
usurped by Antichrist, to call himself head of the Church, 
and ought not to be attributed to angel nor man, of what 
estate that ever he be, saving to Christ, the only Head and 
Monarch of the Church. Therefore this power and policy of 
the Church should lean upon the Word immediately, as the 
only ground thereof, and should be taken from the pure foun¬ 
tain of the Scriptures, the Church hearing the^voice of Christ, 
the only spiritual King, and being ruled by lus laws.” “ As 
the ministers and others of the ecclesiastical estate are sub¬ 
ject to the civil magistrate, so ought the person of the ma¬ 
gistrate to be subject to the Church spiritually and in eccle¬ 
siastical government. And the exercise of both these juris¬ 
dictions cannot stand in one person ordinarily.” “ The 
G 
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magistrate neither ought to preach, minister the sacraments, 
nor execute the censures of the Church, nor yet prescribe any 
rule how it should be done.”— Second Book of Discipline, ch, i. 

Q. 231.— What did John Knox say, when her right to hold 
General Assemblies without the royal permission was chal¬ 
lenged by the Secrtary of State ? 

A. —“ Take from us the liberty of Assemblies,” he said, 
“ and take from us the Gospel!” 

Q. 232. —What did Andrew Melville say to King James on 
the subject of her freedom ? 

A .—“ Sir, there are two kings and two kingdoms in Scot¬ 
land ; there is King James, the head of this commonwealth., 
and there is Christ Jesus, the King of the ChuT'm, whose 
subject James the Sixth is, and of whose kingdom he is not a 
king, nor a lord, nor a head, but a member. Sir, those whom 
Christ has called and commanded to watch over hi* Church 
have power and authority from him to govern his spiritual 
kingdom, both jointly and severally; the which no Christian 
king or prince should control and discharge, hut fortify and 
assist; otherwise they arc not faithful subjects of Christ and 
members of his Church. We will yield to you your place, 
and give you all due obedience ; but again I say you are not 
the head of tnc Church. You cannot give us that eternal 
life which we seek for even in this world, and you cannot de¬ 
prive us of it.” 

Q. 233. —What happened when, in 1582, a messenger-at- 
arms charged the General Assembly, on pain of rebellion, to 
desist from the trial of Archbishop Montgomery ? 

A. —The Assembly declared that it was their duty to com¬ 
plete the trial ;^and they completed it accordingly, and passed 
sentence on the archbishop. 

Q. 234.— What happened when the Black Acts of 1584, 
overthrowing the liberties of the Church, were proclaimed at 
the Market Cross of Edinburgh ? 

A. —Some of the most eminent ministers of the Church 
attended, and read a protest against them. 



Q. 235. —What happened token the Royal Commissioner, 
in 1G38, forbade the Assembly to take up the question of their 
competency to try the prelates for heresy and other spiritual 
offences ? 

A .—They agreed unanimously that they must take it up. 

Q. 23fi. —And what happened when the Royal Commission¬ 
er thereupon dissolced Ike Assembly in his majesty's name ? 

A .—The Assembly found that it was tlieir duty to Christ 
to continue their sittings ; and they continued to sit accord* 

ingly- 

Q. 23 /.—Bid the Church rebel ayainst the civil power by 
acting as you hare now described ? 

A. —No; she only disregarded the sinful interference of 
the civil power, and asserted her freedom to obey Christ alone 
in matters spiritual. 

Q. 238.— What did Henderson, the moderator of the As¬ 
sembly of say in reply to the Royal Commissioner? 

A .—“ Wha; -never is ours,” he said, “we shall render it to 
his majesty—even our lives, lands, liberties, and all; but for 
that which is Cod's, and the liberties of his house, we do 
think neither will his majesty’s piety suffer him to crave, 
neither may we grant them, though he should crave it.”* 

Q. 23!). —How did the same Assembly describe the differ¬ 
ence between the civil and ecclesiastical, jurisdictions ? 

A. —“ As to the persons, manner of government, matters 
treated, and form of proceeding, all is ecclesiastical, and only 
ecclesiastical, in the one ; and all civil, and only civil, in the 
other. Their very principles and rules are different. In the 
one, civil laws are the rule; but in the other, the Word of 
God is the only rule. They are independent of one another 
in their ojprn jurisdiction; and, as an Ass Ably cannot pre¬ 
scribe rules to the Parliament in civil matters, no more ought 
the Parliament to prescribe to the Assembly in ecclesiastical.”+ 

* MS. account of the Assembly, quoted in “ M’Crie’s Sketches of Scot¬ 
tish Church History.” 
t Stevenson’s History, pp. 303,304. 

G 2 
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Division III.— Her Vindication of her Freedom when it 
was Betrayed. 

Q. 240.— Was the freedom of the Church of Scotland not 
endangered by treachery from within, as well as by invasion 
from without ? 

A. —Yes, often. 

Q. 24 J.— On what occasion did Montgomery, archbishop 
of Glasgow, perform a traitorous part in regard to the free¬ 
dom of the Church ? 

A .—It was in 1582, when the General Assembly, which, two 
years before, had abolished Prelacy .as contrary to Scripture, 
was proceeding against him for assuming the Prelatical office. 

Q. 242.— How did Montgomery behave ? 

A .—He procured the king’s interdict, charging the Assem¬ 
bly, on the pain of rebellion, to desist from the prosecution ; 
and, when summoned by the Assembly, to answer for doing 
so, he appealed to the Privy Council. 

Q. 243.— What did the Assembly do then ? 

A .—They deposed him from the ministry. 

Q. 244. —Was any general Act of the Church passed in 
consequence of this case ? 

A. —Yes; an Act which, down to the present day, has never 
been repealed, was passed, declaring that any minister who 
should resort to the interdict of the civil power, for the pur¬ 
pose of arresting the jurisdiction of the Church, or apply to 
the tribunals of the State to suspend her discipline and set her 
sentences aside, was liable to the highest ecclesiastical cen- 
sftres. 

Q. 245.— We0 the particular offences mentioned in this 
Act ever committed by any minister of the Church of Scot¬ 
land besides Montgomery ? 

A .—Never till the year 1840. 
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Division IY. —The Sufferings of the Church in the Cause 
of her Freedom from Civil Dictation. 


Q. 24C .—Can you tell of any persecuting laws that were 
levelled at the Church's freedom ? 

A .—Yes ; there were the Black Acts of 138-1, which de¬ 
stroyed her jurisdiction, and forbade the meetings of her courts 
without his majesty’s leave; and, among others, the Acts in 
the reign of Charles II., making the denial of the king’s su¬ 
premacy over the Church a capital crime, and imposing, in 
C 3 first instance, on such as were in offices of public trust, 
and afterwards on all the subjects of the realm, the oaths of 
allegiance and the test, which expressed, in the most absolute 
terms, the doctrine of the ecclesiastical supremacy of the 
crown. 

Q, 2-17 .—For what did John Welsh of Ayr and his bre¬ 
thren suffer the loss of their livings and banishment in the 
year 1605 ? 

^_Bor having held a General Assembly at Aberdeen, in 

the face of the king’s prorogation, and thus asserting the 
freedom of the Church in the calling of her judicatories, and 
the right of Christ’s servants to meet in their official character, 
when they are of opinion that the affairs of his house require 
it.* 

Q. 248 .—What view did Welsh himself take of the cause 
in which he suffered l 


• There lmd been repeated prorogations, and it was well understood to be 
the design of the Court to prevent the meetings of Assembly altogether, in 
his address to the jury at h.s trial, Welsh said: “As tor the matter.where- 
iif we are accused, we are certain that whatwcihd belong essentially to 
Christ’s crown and kingdom : and we are now ready cheerfully o seal that 
testimony with our blood. Nor have we hastily adopted tins resolution ; tor, 
luring these twenty-four weeks of imprisonment, wo have had time enough 
thilv to consider the matter. Some, we know, treat this batter lightly, as it 
the cause of our suffering were trivial and unimportant; but to us it appears 
different, and that as a matter of conscientious conviction. We regard it as 
one of our Lord's prerogatives, that he he hold as supreme Judge in all mat- 
? CI ! spiritual and ecclesiastical, and that under him and according to the order 
Stabfished in his own house, these be judged of only by the Church ; so that, 
iast as councils, parliaments, and civil courts, belong to*be royal crown ot 
some*earthly kingdom, so do all the ecclesiastical assemblies and meetings 
of the Church belong to Christ’s crown and kingdom. 

G 3 



66 


A.—“ Jesus Christ is the King of saints,” he said; “ and 
his Church is a most free kingdom, yea, as free as any king¬ 
dom under heaven, not only to convocate, hold, and keep her 
meetings, and conventions, and assemblies, but also to judge 
of all her affairs, in all her meetings and conventions amongst 
her members and subjects. These two points, 1 at, That 
Christ is the Head of his Church; 2 ndly, That she is free in 
her government from all other jurisdiction except Christ’s— 
these two points, I say, are the special cause of our imprison¬ 
ment, being now convicted as traitors for the maintaining 
thereof; we have been ever waiting with joyfulness to give 
the last testimony of our blood in confirmation thereof, if it 
should please our God to be as favourable as to honour us 
with that dignity ; yea, I do affirm, that these two points 
above written, and all other things which belong to Christ’s 
crown, sceptre, and kingdom, are not subject, and cannot be, 
to any other authority, but to his own altogether. So that I 
could be most glad to be offered up as a sacrifice for so glori¬ 
ous a truth ; but, alas! I fear that my sins, and the abuse of 
so glorious things as I have found, deprive me of so fair a 
crown.”* 

Q. 249 .—In what light were the trials of the Church 
regarded by Samuel Rutherford during his imprisonment at 
Aberdeen ? 

A .—“ Let men say what they please, the plea with Zion’s 
enemies in this day of Jacob’s trouble is, if Christ should be 
king, and no mouth speak laws but his.” “ My case in my 
bonds, for the honour of my royal Prince and King, is as good 
as becometh the witness of such a sovereign King.” “ Let 
no man doubt that the state of our question, we are now forced 
to stand to, by suffering, exile, and imprisonment, is, if Jesus 
should reign over his Kirk, or not? 0 if my sinful arm could 
hold the crown on his head; howbeit (although) it should be 
stricken off from the shoulder blade !”f 

* See the Scots Worthies. 

t Rutherford's Letters. 
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Q. 250.— Bid many of the people of Scotland suffer under 
the operation of the laws that were passed against the free¬ 
dom of the Church ? 

A. —Mapy did. There were many, both of the ministers 
and private members of the Church, especially during the 
period of the second Prelacy, who willingly endured all extre¬ 
mities, even to the penalty of death itself, rather than be un¬ 
faithful to Christ, by submitting to or acknowledging the 
magistrate’s ecclesiastical supremacy. 

Q. 251.— What was the declaration of the servant girl, 
Marion Ilarvie, when on the scaffold , immediately before her 
execution ? 

A. —“ I am brought here to-day for avowing Christ to be 
Head of his Church, and King in Zion.”* 

Q. 252.— Are the ministers who resigned their livings at 
the Restoration to be regarded as witnesses for the freedom 
of the Church ? 

A .—They are entitled to be so considered ; for one of their 
objections to the Prelacy, to which they were required to con¬ 
form, was the circumstance of its being brought in without 
the sanction of the Church, and founded entirely on the royal 
supremacy. 

Bivision V.— The Success of the Church in obtaining the 
Civil Magistrate's Recognition of her Freedom. 

Q. 253.— How often did the Church succeed in obtaining 
from the State the recognition and approval of the great 
principal of her freedom ? 

A. —Three times—in 1592, when Presbyterianism was first 
ratified by Parliament; at the second Reformation; and at 
the Revolution. 

Q. 254. —Can you show wherein that recognition and 
approval consisted ? 

A. —Yes. There were— 

First, The approval, in the Act 1592, of the power and 
freedom of the Church as exercised, throughout the previous 
* See Cloud of Witnesaea, 
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thirty years of her history, in the calling of her Assemblies, 
the choosing of her polity, and erection of the whole frame¬ 
work of her Government; the acknowledgment, in the same 
Act, that the whole power of governing the Church belongs 
to her office-bearers by divine right, and the declaration that 
it ought not to be infringed upon by the civil magistrate ; the 
recognition of the validity and competency of what her courts 
had done when it was contrary to law for them to do any¬ 
thing at nil, and when their proceedings consisted in abolish¬ 
ing the Church system which had the sanction of the State, 
and setting up a different one in its room ; along with the 
recognition of her right to " put order to all matters and 
causes ecclesiastical, according to the discipline of the Kirk.” 

Secondly, The abolition of the ecclesiastical supremacy of 
the crown by an express Act of Parliament at the Revolution; 
and the abolition, at the same time, by another Act, of that 
oath of allegiance which required an acknowledgment of the 
sovereign as “ supreme governor in all causes.” And, 

Thirdly, The ratification of the Westminster Confession 
of Faith, which declares, that “ there is no other Head of 
the Church but the Lord Jesus Christthat “ the civil 
magistrate may not assume to himself the power of the 
keysthat “ the Lord Jesus, as King and Head of his 
Church, hath appointed a government therein, in the hands 
of Church officers, distinct from the civil magistrateand 
that “it belongeth to synods and councils ministerially to 
determine controversies ok faith,” “ to set down rules and 
directions for” “the government of the Church,” and “to 
receive complaints in cases of mal-administration, and authori¬ 
tatively to determine the same.” 

Q. 255.— Were there not certain apparent limitations of 
the Church's freedom with respect to the settlement of minis¬ 
ters, and the calling of General Assemblies ? 

A .—Yes ; in the Act 1592, the appointment of the time and 
place of the Assembly’s yearly meeting was reserved to the 
crown, and presbyteries were held hound and astricted to 
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admit the qualified presentees of patrons ; but the latter pro¬ 
vision was set aside at the Revolution. 

Q. 25fi.— Was not the freedom of the Church truly and 
really thus infringed upon ? 

A .—There can be no doubt that these things were serious 
defects and blemishes in the Establishment which the Church 
obtained in 1592, and at the Revolution ; and one peculiar- 
excellence and glory of the second Reformation was, that they 
were not to be found in the Establishment as then ultimately 
adjusted. It may be granted, also, that they were the means 
ot practically impairing the freedom of the Church; but 
there are grounds for maintaining that the great principle of 
the Church’s freedom was not compromised by accepting the 
Establishment in which they were embraced. 

Q. 257.— What view of these limitations did the Church 
hold herself entitled to take, her freedom and exclusive juris¬ 
diction being, as ice hare seen, so fully and broadly ratified, 
as a necessary and paramount principle of her constitution ? 

A. —She considered them, not as imposing any civil obliga¬ 
tion, in the proper sense of the term, or any duty which 
might be enforced by civil pains against her conscientious 
belief of her duty to Christ, but simply as setting forth 
conditions to which the State was pleased to attach the con¬ 
tinuance of its sanction and emoluments, and as indicating 
points which were reckoned of so much moment that the 
benefits conferred by law would be withdrawn when the 
decision of the Church, in the exercise of her freedom re¬ 
specting them, came to be at variance with the mind of the 
State. 

Q. 258. —Can any circumstances be mentioned confirmatory 
of this view ? 

A .—Yes; a number—such as, 

First, That while, under Prclatical government, with which 
the ecclesiastical supremacy of the crown always went hand 
in hand, penalties were enacted against any bishop who refused 
to execute the ecclesiastical duties which the law prescribed; 
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and while the constitution of the Church of England, of 
which the supremacy forms an integral part, is full of such 
penalties, no penalty whatever, enforcing the duties of Church 
courts, occurs in the Statutes establishing Presbyterianism. 

Secondly, That the case of Church courts refusing to fulfil 
the condition required by the State was expressly provided 
for, as regards the settlement of presentees, by the expedient 
of conveying the fruits of the benificc to the patron—an ex¬ 
pedient going upon the principle that the Church was free, 
and that the power of the State reached only to the temporali¬ 
ties of the Establishment. 

Thirdly, That the freedom of the Church, in respect of the 
settlement of ministers and the condition relating to it, was 
recognised by a train of decisions in the civil courts them¬ 
selves, and was admitted by the most eminent lawyers as 
the doctrine of the constitution of the country.* 

Q. 259.— Is there not a statement in the Confession of 
Faith, on which Erastians have fastened as favourable to 
their opinions ? 

A. —Such a statement there is in cli. xxiii. 3, which says. 


* In the case of Culross, 1748, the Court of Session refused an applica¬ 
tion by the patron to prevent the presbytery from admitting another than his 
presentee ; and in the case of Dense, 1749, it refused to interdict the presby¬ 
tery “ to moderate in a call at large, or settle any other than the presentee 
because “ that was interfering with the power of ordination, or internal policy 
of the Church, with which the Lords thought they had nothing todo.” And, 
generally, as in the case of Auchterinuehty, the court was in the practice of 
holding that the only check it possessed against what it might regard as the 
illegal rejection of the presentee, luy in its control over the stipend, which it 
had the power of assigning to the patron. 

Lord Kaimes, a distinguished judge of last century, lays it down that the 
sentence of ecclesiastical courts “ in providing parishes with proper ministers 
or pastors,” “ is ultimate, even where their proceedings are illegal. The per¬ 
son authorized by their sentence, even in opposition to the presentee, is de 
facto minister of the parish, and as such is entitled to perform every ministe¬ 
rial function.” “ It belongs, indeed, to the ecclesiastical court to provide a 
parish with a minister ; but it belongs to the civil court to judge whether that 
minister be entitled to a stipendand “ the Court of Session, without pre¬ 
tending to deprive a minister of his office, will bar him from the stipend, it the 
ecclesiastical court has proceeded illegally in the settlement.” “ To prevent 
an arbitrary power” in the ecclesiastical court, “ the check provided by law is, 
that a minister settled illegally shall not he entitled to a stipend, 'This happily 
reconciles two things commonly opposite. The check is extremely mild, and 
yet is fully effectual to prevent abuse.” 
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that “ the civil magistrate hath authority, and it is his duty, 
to take order that unity and peace be preserved in the Church, 
that the truth of God be kept pure and entire, that all blas¬ 
phemies and heresies be suppressed, all corruptions and abuses 
in worship and discipline prevented or reformed, and all the 
ordinances of God duly settled, administered, and observed. 
For the better effecting whereof, he hath power to call synods, 
and to be present at them, and to provide that whatsoever is 
transacted in them be according to the xnind of God.” 

Q. 200. —Does this mean that the civil magistrate is him¬ 
self to aditHnister the government of the Church ? 

A .—Such cannot be the meaning; for that would be to 
assume the power of the keys, which the Confession says he 
must not do ; and it would be inconsistent with the doctrine 
laid down in the Confession, that “ the Lord Jesus, as King 
and Head of his Church, hath appointed a government there¬ 
in in the hands of Church officers 

Q. 201. —Does it mean that the civil magistrate is to 
receive appeals from the decisions of the office-bearers of the 
Church, and fnallg to determine in the cases thus brought 
oefore him ? 

A .—Such cannot be the meaning ; for then the government 
would be in the hands of Church officers conjointly with the 
magistrate; whereas the Confession declares that it is “ in 
the hands of Church officers, distinct from the civil magis¬ 
trate.” 

Q. 202. —Does it mean that, when controversies arise, and 
the peace of the Church is broken by the disputes of its 
members and office-bearers, the magistrate is entitled to call 
the parties before him, to give judgment between them, and 
thereafter to compel the Church to proceed in conformity 
with his views ? 

J .—Such cannot be the meaning; for the Confession teaches 
that “ there is no other Head of the Church but the Lord 
Jesus Christ,” and it also declares that “it lelongeth to 
synods and councils ministerially” (that is to say, under 



Christ) “to determine controversies of faith mid eases of 
conscience, and to set down rules and directions for the better 
ordering of the public worship of God and government of his 
Church;” and in this very passage it is intimated that tin- 
magistrate cannot effectually accomplish the object it is his 
duty to aim at, without resorting to the authority of ecclesi¬ 
astical assemblies. 

Q. 263.— Does it mean that, when Church and Slate differ 
on any question of Church polity, or discipline, or Scripture 
principle, the State must always be held to be in the right, 
and it is the duty of the Church to succumb ; or 0wt, on the 
supposition of the State being in the right (a thing which,, 
however, cannot be certainty known), the Church may be 
compelled by the civil arm to gice way ? 

A. —In that case there would be another head than the 
Lord Jesus Christ, and there would not be, in any reasonable 
meaning of the words, a government in tiie Church “ distinct 
from the civil magistrate.” 

Q. 264.— Does it mean that the magistrate shall make the 
Church obey his Acts of Parliament ? 

A. —No; it says expressly that he is to provide that the 
things done by the Church shall be “ according to the mind 
of God.” 

Q. 265.— Does it mean that ecclesiastical synods cannot be 
held unless he is pleased to convoke them ? 

A .—It says nothing like that; his power to call synods, 
when he wishes to consult them, and to have their aid, neither 
excludes nor infringes on the Church’s right to hold them 
when she thinks them necessary ; as is specially shown in the 
Act of Assembly 1647, by which the Confession was approv¬ 
ed and adopted. 

Q. 266.— Does it mean that he may lawfully infringe on 
the freedom of synodical deliberations ? 

A. —Such cannot be the meaning; for, in doing so, he must 
arrogate the power of the keys, destroy the distinction between 
civil and ecclesiastical government, and make himself head of 
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the Church; and a synod acting under coercion would, in re¬ 
spect of character and authority, be indeed no synod at all. 

Q. 2fi".— What, then, is the meaning of it? 

A .—The meaning of it is, that the magistrate hath au- 
thoritv, and it is his duty, in his official capacity, to concern 
himself about the interests of religion and the welfare of the 
Church; and, in such ways as are competent to him, con¬ 
sistently with Christ’s exclusive Headship in the Church, aud 
the rights of the government which is “ distinct from the civil 
magistrate,” namely, by his example, his influence, and his 
legitimate 'control over temporal things, to take order (not to 
(lire order, or command, but to take order, or provide) for 
their advancement. 


Division VI .—The Church's Abandonment of her former 
Anti-Erastiiin Testimony. 

Q. 268 .—JFas the Church stedfast in her anli-Erastian. 
testimony ? 

A .—It cannot be said that she was. 

Q. 269 .—Ilad she any conflict with the .Stale, in which 
the latter teas allowed to prevail ? 

A .—She had no conflict with the State. 

Q. 2“0 .—What then ?—did she quietly gice way, token the 
State encroached on her jurisdiction ? 

A .—She cannot be altogether acquitted of having done so 
on several occasions after the Revolution. Her jurisdiction, 
however, was, on the whole, rather respected by the State and 
its courts, till a few years before the Disruption. 

Q. 271 .—Of what, then, do you chiefly complain? 

A .—There is reason to fear that, while formally exercising 
her legally guaranteed freedom, many of her proceedings, 
especially with regard to patronage and the settlement of min¬ 
isters, were dictated in a large degree by an Erastian spirit 
of subjection to the civil power, 
u 
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Q. 272 .—Did the Executive of the country put forth any 
Erustian pretensions during the period that followed the Re¬ 
volution ? 

A. —It did. 

Q. 273.— Can you say what they were ? 

A. —It affected to regulate the public prayers for the royal 
Emily; claimed the right of appointing, by its sole authority, 
public fasts and thanksgivings; and, on several occasions, 
forbade the meetings of the General Assembly. 

Q. 274 .—Did the Church firmly resist these encroach¬ 
ments ? 

A.— No. 

Q. 273 .—IIow do you account for her senile behaviour ? 

A. —It was owing to the influence of the worldly party be¬ 
fore described, whose origin is to be traced to the three hun¬ 
dred curates brought in at the Revolution. 

Q.. 276. —Were these curates Erastians ? 

A. —They were all of them men who, before the Revolu¬ 
tion, had sworn to maintain the ecclesiastical supremacy of 
the crown. 

Q. 277 .—Was there not a minority, who gave proof of 
their attachment to the original principles of the Church of 
Scotland ? 

A. —Yes. The evangelical body was, for a long time, few 
in number, and much depressed; but they generally with¬ 
stood and protested against whatever seemed to compromise 
the freedom of the Church to serve Christ alone as her Head. 


Part II. —The Recent Anti-Erastian Testimony. 

Q. 278. —When did the period of the Church’s recent anti- 
Erastian testimony commence ? 

A.— In 1834, when the evangelical party acquired the 
majority in the General Assembly. 

Q. 279. —Wherein did it consist? 

A .—In these particulars, viz., 



1. In exercising her freedom to serve Christ alone as her 
Head. 

2. In claiming and asserting it, when it was spoken against 
and invaded. 

3. In vindicating it by her discipline, when it was betrayed. 

4. In seeking its restoration, when the State had taken it 
away. 

5. In sacrificing her temporalities to regain and preserve it. 

Division I. —The Church’s Exercise of her Freedom. 

Q. 280. —What did the Church do in the exercise of her 
freedom ? 

A .—She adopted two great measures, commonly known as 
the Act on Calls, or the Veto Law, and the Chapel Act. 

Q. 281.— What account can you give of these measures '( 

A .—The Veto Law, as has already been explained, was to 
prevent the forcible intrusion of ministers; and the Chapel 
Act was to restore the pastoral office to its integrity in unen¬ 
dowed charges, by receiving their ministers into Church 
courts, and allowing them to have the power of discipline in 
their own congregations, and to take part in the general 
government of the Church. 

Q. 282. —Was she imperatively called on to pass these 
Acts ? 

A. —Yes; both by considerations of principle and expedi¬ 
ency. 

Q. 283. —By what considerations of principle was she con¬ 
strained ? , 

A .—The intrusion of ministers is unauthorized by Scripture, 
and is inconsistent with the spiritual liberty of Christian con¬ 
gregations ; and the evangelical body, when a minority, had, 
on these grounds, always opposed it; and the denial of the 
power of the keys to any who are invested with the pastoral 
office is to violate Christ’s institution, according to which 
that power belongs to them. 

Q. 284 .—What were the considerations of expediency that 
had weight with the Church ? 
h 2 
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A .—The importance of drawing closer the bond between 
pastor and people; of giving an impulse to her extension at a 
time when the population had far outgrown all the means of 
religions instruction and superintendence; and of promoting 
her efficiency and the vigour of her spiritual operations 
throughout the land. 

Q. 28o.— Were the two great measures adopted by the 
Church fitted to answer these ends ? 

A .—They were, most powerfully ; as, indeed, was shown by 
their effects. 

Q. 280.— What were their effects ? 

A .—That class of students for the ministry—previously a 
large one—who, without any evidence of piety, and possess¬ 
ing no suitable gifts, relied for Church livings on their con¬ 
nection with patrons and heritors, as the sons of their stew¬ 
ards or tenants, or as the tutors of their children, imme¬ 
diately aud almost totally disappeared; tire number of godly 
and devoted pastors, and zealous and prayerful ciders, grew 
with unexampled rapidity; and whereas during sixty years 
preceding May 1831, only sixty places of worship had been 
erected by voluntary contribution within the Establishment, 
that very number sprang up in the single year thereafter, aud 
nearly two hundred were added before IS 13—being an in crease 
equal to one-fifth of all the places of worship which formerly 
belonged to the Church of Scotland. 

Q. 287.— JVas there no drawback to these pleasin'/ results, 
in the strife and bad feeling created by the Veto Act ? 

A .—None that deserves mention. The Veto Act wrought 
admirably. In nineteen settlements out of twenty neither 
strife nor bad feeling attended it; and where anything of that 
kind did occur, it could never be fairly ascribed to the work¬ 
ing of the law itself. 

Q. 288. —But is not the Church eharyeab/e icith having 
gone beyond, her province, when she passed the enactments 
referred to ? 

A, —Certainly not. The formation of the tie between pastor 
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and flock, and the powers and duties of the pastoral office, 
which alone she dealt with in these enactments, are matters 
purely, essentially, and unalterably ecclesiastical, and pertain 
exclusively to the jurisdiction of those to whom Christ has 
intrusted the government of his Church. 

Q. 289 .—Did the Church receive any encouragement and 
approbation from the civil magistrate, when she passed the 
Veto Act ? 

A .—She did. The law officers of the crown gave their 
opinion in favour of it; and, after the rising of her Assembly, 
the Lord Chancellor of England, in his place in the House of 
Lords, pronounced a high eulogium on what had been done. 


Division II— Her Assertion of her Freedom, when it ivas 
spoken Against and %.raded. 

Q. 290.— What did the Church do in the way of claiming 
and asserting her freedom, when it teas spoken against and 
invaded ? 

A. —She passed, in 1838, a resolution declaratory of her 
exclusive jurisdiction under Christ in matters ecclesiastical, 
mul announcing her purpose “ at all hazards to defend it, by 
the help and blessing of that great God, who in the days of old, 
enabled our fathers, amid manifold persecutions, to maintain a 
testimony, even to the death, for Christ’s kingdom and crown 
and she adopted, in the Assembly of 1812, her “ Claim, Decla¬ 
ration, and Protest, anent the Encroachments of the Court of 
Session.” 

Q. 291.— Had the freedom of the Vhurch been seriously 
threatened, at the time of passing the Resolution of 1838 ? 

A. —Yes; very startling opinions on the subject of her 
jurisdiction had been expressed by several of the Lords of 
Session, when giving judgment in an action against the legality 
of the Veto Act. 

Q. 292.— What did the Lord President say on that occa¬ 
sion ? 

h 3 
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./.—His Lordship said : “ That our Saviour is the Head 
of the Kirk of Scotland in any temporal, or legislative, or 
judicial sense, is a position which I can dignify by no other 
name than absurdity. The Parliament is the temporal head 
of the Church, from whose Acts, and from whose Acts alone, 
it exists as the National Church, and from which alone it 
derives all its powers.”* 

Q. ‘2!)3 .—IVhat v:as the judgment of the Court of Session 
in 1838 respecting the Veto Act ? 

A .—That it was illegal, and contrary to the Act of Queen 
Anne respecting patronage. 

Q. 294.—// 'as the court unanimous / 

A .—No ; out of thirteen judges, five of the most distin¬ 
guished lawyers that ever sat on the bench gave their voice 
that the law was not transgressed. 

Q. 29 .).—Did the nov.se of Lords concur with the Court 
of Session ? 

A. —It did, in 1839, In 'ts lirst Auchterarder decision. 

Q. 391 ).—H its the jvdg.jie •/ inconsistent with the freedom 
<f the Church ? 

A. —The Church was willin' o understand that it only 
implied that her euactn.jvt was moot the civil sanction, 
and could carry no civil eouse<j; along with it; and she 

thought it her duty to wait till she sav toe court would 
confine it to that practical result. 

Q. 297 .—Had her freedom (teen actually invaded when the 
Claim of Right was adopted in 1812 ! 

A .—By that time it had undoubtedly suffered many un¬ 
heard-of and most grfcvous infringements. 

Q. 298 .—Did the Church, in these circumstances, assert 
her violated liberties only in words ? 

A. —No; disregarding the spiritual supremacy which Un¬ 
civil court had assumed, she felt it her duty to refuse giving 
effect to its decisions, and at once to break its interdicts, in 
matters ecclesiastical. 

* Authorised Report of Auchterarder Case, vol, ii. p. 10. 



Q. 299. —What ivas the precise nature of these interdicts f 

A .—They were interdicts against the ordination of minis- 
ters; against the deposition of a minister found guilty of 
theft by a judgment in which he himself acquiesced against 
the trial, in one case of a minister who was accused of fraud 
and swindling, and, in another case, of a licentiate accused ol' 
drunkenness, and other gross immoralities; against the per¬ 
formance of the function of spiritual government by pastors 
of the Church; against appointing kirk sessions; against the 
exercise, by communicants, of the spiritual privilege of dis¬ 
rating from the settlement of unacceptable presentees; and 
against the preaching of the Gospel and dispensation of the 
sacraments throughout a whole district, by authority of the 
Church. 

Q. ;U)0 .—What did the Churchmedal hj propose to her¬ 
self in f/u'iiiij forth her f'/aim of Jtiff/it ? 

A .—To procure redress, if possible, for the grievances of 
which she had to comp.-iin, a id „o lay a foundation for the 
course it woulu be necessary for her to take, should no redress 
be obtained. 

q 3 ((p_ What icas the oJsuhti.e of that solemn deed f 

j,_it set forth, '' the firs place, her constitutional prin¬ 

ciples concerning the Headship of Christ, and the freedom of 
her office-bearers mid ".'.embers, which flows front it, along 
with the national guarantees by which these were ratified and 
protected; in tise second place, the various encroachments on 
her rights and liberties by the civil courts; in the third place, 
the impossibility consistently with her duty to Christ the 
Head, of submitting to the civil supremacy which had been 
assumed; and, in the last place, the necessity under which 
she would be placed, if redress was denied, of withdrawing 
from her connection with the State. 

Q. 302 .—Was the Claim of Right carried by a large 
majority ? 

A. —By a large majority—241 against 111. 
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Q. 303.— In what do you consider that the attacks upon 
the freedom of the Church originated I 

A. —In the extreme aversion with which the two great 
measures of 1831 were regarded by many worldly men. 

Q. 304.— Whence arose that acersion ? 

A .—From the undisputed tendency of the measures of the 
Church to promote evangelical religion, and to unfit the 
Church for being a political tool. 


Division III .—The Church's Vindication of her Freedom 
when it was Defrayed. 

Q. 305. —Who were guilty of betraying the freedom of the 
Church ? 

A. The Moderate piudy, as they used to style themselves, 
must be held to have Been guilty as a body in this respect, 
their constant endeavour being to induce the Church to ac¬ 
quiesce in the assumed supremacy of the civil courts. 

Q. 30(i. —Were there not individuals of their number whom 
the Church deemed it necessary to subject to her discipline ? 

A. —Yes. 

Q. 307. —What individuals were these ? 

A. —They were chiefly seven ministers of the Presbytery 
of Strathbogie—being a majority of that court. 

Q. 308. —What did these persons do? 

A. —They formally resolved to disobey their ecclesiastical 
superiors, and to obey the civil court, by ordaining a minister 
to the parish of Marnoch against the unanimous voice of Un¬ 
people. 

Q. 309. —How did the Church act on their taking this 
step ? 

A .—She suspended them from their offices. 

Q. 310. —Did they return to their duty after this had 
been done ? 

A. —No; they persisted in their course; took on trials the 
rejected presentee, in defiance of an express prohibition from 
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the Church; and, in obedience to an order front the Court 
of Session, intruded him on the parish. 

Q. .‘ill .—Hid they do anything else ? 

A. —Yes; they appealed to the civil court to stay the 
Church’s discipline against them, and asked it, in effect, to 
assume the power of the keys, and take upon itself the func¬ 
tions of that government which Christ has made “ distinct 
from the civil magistrate;” and the civil court, at their in- 
■ tanee, violently entered Christ’s house, reversed the spiritual 
sentence which his servants had pronounced in his name and 
■</ ids authority, restored the seven ministers to their sacred 
fv'etions, and interdicted the preaching of the Gospel and the 
administration of the sacraments in the district of Strathbogie 
by those whom the Church appointed. 

Q. 312. —What did, the Chvrch do now ? 

. V 

.7.—After striving in vain to convince the seven brethren of 
the heinous sin she believed they had committed, she prose¬ 
cuted them, by libel, for breach of their ordination vows, and 
for treason against the Lord Jesus Christ as King and Head 
of his Church; found them guilty of these offences, by a 
majority of 222 to 12.» in her General Assembly of 1841, 
and thereupon deposed them from the holy ministry. 


I)i> 'isio/t IV.— The Church's Efforts for the Restoration, of 
her Freedom , when the State had taken it away. 

(j. 313.— At what time do you consider the. freedom of the 
Church to have keen taken away ? 

A. —It was practically taken from her towards the end of 
1839, when the Court of Session, armed with the compulsi¬ 
tors of the civil law, began to encroach upon her jurisdiction. 

Q. 314.— What vms thereupon done by the Church in 
order to recover it ? 

A .—She asked the Queen’s Government to interpose ; she 
fixed upon one of the Court of Session’s decisions, in which 
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the civil supremacy over her was involved, and carried it, by 
appeal, to the House of Lords; and, in 1842, she issued her 
Claim of Right, for the information of the Legislature and the 
country at large, 

Q. 315.— Can you tell what the decision teas against which 
she appealed to the House of Lords ? 

A .—It was what is known as the second Auchterarder 
judgment, by which the court had found that presbyteries 
were liable for damages, if they did not proceed with the trials 
and settlement of presentees whom they had previously re¬ 
jected on account of the general and conscientious opposition 
of the people. 

Q. 316.— What was the fate of her appeal? 

A .—It was unsuccessful. The House of Lords (August 
1842) affirmed the principle of the civil supremacy in matters 
ecclesiastical. 

Q. 317.— What did she do after this ? 

A. —She made a final attempt to move the State to do her 
justice, appealing to the Queen through the Government of 
the day, and urging her Claim of Right on the notice of Par¬ 
liament. 

Q. 318.— What was the result ? 

A .—A letter from the Secretary of State repudiating her 
principles, and asserting her subjection to the civil supremacy ; 
and an adverse vote in the House of Commons refusing, by 
an immense majority, to take her Claim into consideration. 

Q. 319.— Do you know the dates ? 

A .—The letter of the Secretary of State was dated in 
January, and the vote of the Commons happened in March, 
1843. 

Q. 320.— Did the Scottish representatives concur in the 
cote of the House of Commons ? 

A .—No ; the greater number of them opposed it. 
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Division V.— The Church of Scotland's Sacrifice of her 

Temporalities to Regain and Preserve her Freedom. 

Q. 321.— When did the Church first contemplate the 
alternative of being driven to give up her connection with the 
State ? 

A. —At the General Assembly in May 1842, when she issued 
her Claim of Right. 

Q. 322.— What was it that occurred soon after, and con¬ 
tributed to hasten the crisis ? 

A. —The judgment (August 1842) of the House of Lords, 
As me court of last resort, establishing the principle that her 
judicatories were liable for damages, when they did not admi¬ 
nister her affairs in conformity with the findings and require¬ 
ments of the civil tribunals. 

l). 323.— Was this the first occasion of a judgment by the 
House of Lords that teas unequivocally subversive of the 
Church's jurisdiction and liberty ? 

A .—It was the first. 

Q. 324.— Was it substantially confirmatory of all that had 
been done by the Court of Session ? 

A .—Substantially it was. 

Q. 325.— How was the judgment received by the Church ? 

A .—It produced a deep sensation ; her metropolitan pres¬ 
bytery instantly stopped proceedings in the settlements going 
forward within its bounds; and her faithful ministers every¬ 
where began to see that the hour of their trial was at hand. 

Q. 32G.— What step was now taken by the evangelical 
ministers of the Church ? 

A—To the number of about five hundred, they met in 
Edinburgh in November 1842, and spent a week in prayer 
and mutual consultation respecting the circumstances in 
which, as the holders of State endowments, they were placed 
by the decision of the House of Lords, and respecting the 
duty which, by reason of these circumstances, might now be 
incumbent on them. 



Q. 327.— Iloiv was this Convocation opened ? 

A. —By public worship, and a discourse from Dr. Chalmers 
on the text, Ps. cxii. 4 : “ Unto the upright there ariseth 
light in the darkness.” 

Q. 328.— At what conclusion did the assembled brethren 
arrive ? 

A. —They resolved, with singular unanimity, first, That 
thev could never abandon the principles for which the Church 
was contending, or submit, iu their capacity of rulers of the 
Church, to the coercion of the civil power; and, secondly. 
That if Parliament refused to listen to the Claim of Right, 
and to restore to the Church that freedom of which the civil 
courts had deprived her, it would be necessary for them, as a 
matter of conscience and high duty, to resign their livings into 
the hands of the State. 

Q. 329.— On what view of their circumstances ivas the 
latter determination founded ? 

A. —They considered that, while the rights of the State, in 
the disposal of the temporalities of the Church of Scotland, 
were limited by God’s law and by international engagements 
formed at the union of the kingdoms, its complete power over 
them w^ unquestionable; so that it could from time to time 
attach such conditions to the possession of them as it pleased ; 
and that, in point of fact, if Parliament now rejected the 
Church’s Claim of Right, and allowed the adverse decisions 
of the civil courts to prevail <as the law of the land, the State 
must be held to have changed the terms of the Establishment, 
and effectually constituted submission to the magistrate’s 
ecclesiastical supremacy, a condition on which the civil benefits 
should thereafter continue to be enjoyed, and to have thereby 
left no alternative to them, as men of honesty and truth, but 
the fulfilment of the condition, or the surrender of the bene¬ 
fits. 

Q. 330. —What events took place soon after the rising of 
the Convocation ? 

A, —The Secretary of State’s communication to the Church, 
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and the vote of the House of Commons, as formerly mcn- 
fioned.- 

Q. 331.— Was the coutingeney now arrived for which the 
Convocation had endeavoured to prepare themselves ? 

A .—That solemn contingency was now come; it was now 
formally, as well as practically, settled by Queen, Lords, and 
Commons, that the terms on which the .State continued its 
gifts were obedience to civil rule in spiritual things ; and the 
Establishment, whose freedom under Christ our fathers ima¬ 
gined to be for ever secured, was bound in the fetters of Eras- 
fianism. 

Q. 332.— Was the Church token tty surprise ? 

A .—The faithful office-bearers and members of the Church 
were not taken by surprise, nor (thanks unto Him who helped 
them) were they greatly disturbed ; and it was instantly per¬ 
ceived that, at the General Assembly, then close at hand, the 
Church must be ready to act, and to choose definitively be¬ 
tween separation from the State, with Christ for her only 
Head, on the one baud, and State support, with the State for 
her dictator, on tin; other. 

Q. 333.— What happened on the day appointed, for the 
meeting of the General Assembly ? 

A .—The ministers and elders, commissioners to the Assem¬ 
bly, convened, according to appointment, on the 18th of-May 
1813, in St. Andrew’s Church, Edinburgh, and in presence of 
the Lord High Commissioner of the Queen ; and the Moder¬ 
ator of the former Assembly, Ur. Welsh, after prayer to Al¬ 
mighty God, having, in his own name, and, as ultimately, 
appeared, in the name of two hundred and three commissioners 
besides, read at length a suitable Protest, the evangelical 
representatives of the Church withdrew thereupon in a body 
to the Oanonmills’ llall, and proceeded to constitute, in sepa¬ 
ration from the State, a free General Assembly of the Church 
of Scotland. 

Q. 334.— What was the substance of the Protest ? 

i 
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A. —That submission to the magistrate in spiritual things, 
and acquiescence in the recent usurpations of the civil courts, 
as well as in any like usurpations for the future, being now 
the conditions on which the benefits of the Establishment 
must be held, the protesters were constrained to resign these 
benefits, because they could not fulfil the conditions “ without 
committing what they believed to be sin, in opposition to 
God’s law, in disregard of the honour and authority of Christ’s 
crown, aud in violation of their ordination vows and further, 
that the protesting commissioners could not recognise any 
Assembly that might now be constituted within the Establish¬ 
ment as a free or lawful General Assembly of the true arid 
ancient Church of Scotland, the conditions attached to the 
Establishment being subversive of the original principles and 
essential liberties of the Church. 

Q. 335.— What, spectacle arose in the metropolis of Scot¬ 
land from the Disruption which has now been described? 

A. —There was the spectacle of two General Assemblies 
—the Established Assembly and the Free Protesting Assem¬ 
bly—sitting at the same time, aud each claiming to represent 
the Church of Scotland. 

Q. 336. —Were the protesting commissioners , by whom, the 
Free Assembly was constituted, a majority of the commission¬ 
ers who had been elected throughout the bounds of the Church ? 

A. —They were a clear majority of sudh as had been elected 
in conformity with the principles and then existing rules of 
the Church.* 

Q. 337.— How many ministers adhered, to the Free Assem¬ 
bly's Protest ? 

A. —Four hundred and seventy-four gave in their adherence, 
and resigned the endowments aud benefits of the Establish¬ 
ment. 

• In many instances, the Erastian party, when unable to command a 
majority of the presbytery, so as to carry the election of commissioners of 
their own views, had withdrawn from the meeting, on the ground of the pre¬ 
sence of quoad sacra members, declared themselves the legal presbytery, 
and proceeded to a second election. These elections, of course, were con¬ 
trary to the existing rules of the Church, and went upon principles which she 
regarded as unconstitutional and inconsistent with Scripture. 
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Q 338. —Horn many elders adhered ? 

A. —Probably above two thousand—making, with the ad¬ 
hering ministers, there is reason to believe, a majority of the 
office-bearers of the Church. 

Q. 339. —What proportion of the members of the Church 
adhered ? 

A. —There can scarcely be a doubt that there was a decided 
majority of those in full communion. 

Q. 340.— To which of the two Assemblies did the deputies 
of sister Churches present themselves? 

A .—To the Free Assembly. 

Q. 341.— How did the missionaries of the Church of Scot¬ 
land act when the news of the Disruption reached them ? 

A. —Every one of these godly and devoted men—the mis¬ 
sionaries to the Heathen and the missionaries to the Jews— 
about twenty in’ all, declared for the Free Church as the 
Church of their fathers, and adhered to her Protest against 
the Establishment. 

Q. 342. —Can you show any distinction between the seces¬ 
sion of 1843, and the secession of the Erskines and their bre¬ 
thren about a hundred years before ? 

A. —Yes; in the latter case, the dispute was between the 
Church and a faithful minority, who contended against her 
corrupt administration, and the secession was that of a minor¬ 
ity from a majority in the Church ; while in the former case, 
the dispute was between the State and the Church as such, 
and the secession was that of the Church from the State. 

Q. 343. —Is this distinction important ? 

A. —It is important. It shows at once the inapplicability 
of the charge of schism brought against the Free Church by 
the adherents of the Establishment. Whatever the meaning 
of schism may be, it does not consist in the secession of the 
Church from the State.* 

* Ofcourse.no condemnation of the first Speeders is here intended. Se¬ 
paration from a Church is, or is not, mi act of schism, according to the 
grounds on which it lias proceeded. 

I 2 



(J, 3 I 1. — II ho are /In- xrlusiuatics in thin cithi! ? 

./. -They are (.hose who forsook the Church, that they 
might cleave to the Establishment, which she left behind her. 

Q. 315 .—Ilow do you distinguish between the Establish¬ 
ment and the Church ? 

A .—The Establishment is the temporal provision of tithes 
or tieiuls, glebes, manses, and places of worship; and the 
Church is the spiritual community for which that provision 
was made. 

Q. 346.— In what manner did the Established Assembly 
deal with the Free Assembly's Protest ? 

A .—They took it into their consideration on Wednesday, 
May 24 ; “ and finding that the said Protest abounds in state¬ 
ments which are altogether unwarranted, appointed a com¬ 
mittee to draw up a pull and formal answer to the same, 
and to report to the Assembly on Saturday.” 

Q. 347. — What happened on Saturday? 

A .—There was no report. 

Q. 348. —Did the matter drop in this way ? 

A. —No. There was a report on Monday; and, besides 
the report, there were resolutions by the procurator; and 
there was also “ a draft of an answer by Mr. Milne”—making 
three answers altogether ; and the Assembly “ approved of 
the diligence of their committee, and recorded their obligations 
for the report now laid on the table, as also for the resolutions 
of the procurator, and the draft of an answer submitted bv 
Mr. Milne, without , ho were r, pledging themse/res to adopt all 
the views set forth in any of these documents ; but found that 
a paper so important as the Protest under consideration 
requires to be answered with greater care, and with fuller 
leisure for mature deliberation, than it has been found possible 
to give to it during the pressure of business which the Assem¬ 
bly have had to sustain ; and also, that in questions involving 
important points of jurisdiction, the bearings of the various 
judgments which have been recently pronounced by the civil 
courts in the numerous cases that have arisen from the illegal 
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maintenance, on the part of the Church, of the Act on Calls 
and the Acts with reference to Parliamentary and Quoad 
sacra Churches, should be very carefully and maturely con¬ 
sidered. The General Assembly recommitted the whole case 
for the further consideration of their committee, and instructed 
them, accordingly, to report in the whole case to the Com¬ 
mission in August.” The Assembly, at the same time, 
enlarged their committee. 

Q. 349 .—What happened at the Commission in August f 

,1 .—“The convener of the committee appointed by last 
Geueral Assembly to answer the Protest then given in by cer¬ 
tain ministers and elders, gave in a report by that committee. 
The Commission agreed to take up the consideration of this 
report at their meeting to-morrow.”* 

Q. 350.— What occurred on the morrow ? 

A .—No quorum appeared, and the Commission did not 
meet. 

Q. 351 .—What became of the answer to the Protest ? 

A .—It was never heard of more. 

Q. 352.— What did the Queen’s letter sag to the Esta¬ 
blished Assemblg ? 

A .—It told them that the law, as it had been declared by 
the civil courts, must be “ implicitly obeyed by the General 
Assembly.” 

Q. 353. —Was the law so obeyed ? 

A .—In every particular. 

Q. 354. —Did the Assembly make no complaint as to any 
of the assumptions of the civil courts ? 

A. —None; they bowed their necks without a murmur to 
the yoke imposed on them. 

Q. 355 .—What did they do as to the Veto Act, which 
presbyteries had been already commanded by the civil courts 
to disregard ? 

* This and the previous quotations respecting the answer to the Protest 
are extracted verbatim from the authorized account of the proceedings of 
Assembly and Commission. 

i 3 
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A .—They said that presbyteries must obey tlie civil courts 
in that matter, and disregard it accordingly. 

Q. 35G. —Bid they repeal it ? 

A. —No; they said that it had been null and void from 
the beginning. 

Q. 35/.— Would they have said so if the decision of the ' 
civil courts had been in favour of the Veto ? 

A. —They never told what they would have said in that 
case. 

Q.‘ 358. —IIoiv did. they dispose of the Acts as to chupel- 
of-ease and quo ad sacra ministers , which the civil courts 
had also said that presbyteries must disobey ? 

A .—They held that the decision of the civil courts as to 
the functions and powers of the pastoral office in the case of 
these ministers must be “ implicitly” complied with; and, 
therefore, they rescinded the Acts which that decision had 
condemned. 

Q, 359. —What was it that ions really done by the Esta¬ 
blished Assembly, when they rescinded the Acts respecting) 
QUOAD SACRA pastors ? 

A .—They were thereby gnilty of destroying the parity of 
ministers, which is a fundamental principle of Presbyteri¬ 
anism*, and is asserted in the standards of the Church of 
Scotland ; of taking away, or attempting to take away, at the 
bidding of the civil power, from between two and three 
hundred pastors, the function of Church government, which 
the Lord Jesus has authorized and commanded all pastors to 
exercise; and of dissolving, or attempting to dissolve, like¬ 
wise at the bidding of the civil power, between two and three 
hundred courts of Christ’s Church,* which had been orga¬ 
nized in his name, aud had enjoyed his presence and blessing 
during years of a zealous and faithful execution of his laws 
among those of whom “the Holy Ghost had made them 
overseers.” 

* The kirk-sessions of the quoad sacra churches. 
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Q. 360.— IF hat did they do with the deposition of the 
Strathbogie ministers , which the civil courts hud professed to 
remove ? 

A. —They declared that it had been null from the begin¬ 
ning. 

Q. 361.— Did they say what view they would have taken 
of the deposition, if the civil courts had declared it a binding 
censure which the Church alone could remove ? 

A. —No. 

Q. 362.— lias the Established Church thus sanctioned all 
that the Strathbogie ministers did? 

A .—It has. 

Q. 363. —May there not be a protesting and non-Erastian 
■minority in the Establishment ? 

A .—No such minority can honestly harbour in it. They 
remain in the Establishment on condition of submitting to 
the State in matters ecclesiastical. 

Q. 364.—j But has not Lord Aberdeen's Act removed the 
Erastianism imposed by the civil courts ? 

A .—On the contrary, it has confirmed it. That Act lets 
tire civil courts loose upon the Established Church the mo¬ 
ment that these courts are of opinion that the limits of the 
Act have been transgressed. 

Q. 365. —Are not the ministers of the Establishment ac¬ 
customed to declare that they hold the doctrine of Christ's 
Headship as fully and as firmly as any can do ? 

A .—They are; but let them only begin to act upon the 
doctrine, and they will soon be reminded of their fetters. 

Q. 366. —What is now the law of the land respecting the 
ecclesiastical power of the State ? 

A. —It is now the law that the State has a right to dictate 
to its Established Church in regard to the settlement of mi¬ 
nisters and the formation of the pastoral tie, the composition 
and number of Christ’s courts, the duties and functions of 
Christ’s servants, the exercise of the power of the keys, and 
the preaching of the Gospel; and to punish that Church, if 
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she disobey its orders: and it is further the law, that the 
State has authority, and is entitled, when it sees good, itself 
to wield the power of the keys, as far as the Church it has 
established is concerned, by the infliction and removal of spi¬ 
ritual censures, by suspending the majorities of presbyteries 
from their judicial functions, by recalling sentences of exclu¬ 
sion from the sacraments, and by restoring to their offices men 
who have been deposed from the holy ministry.* 

Q. 307-— Are the ministers of the Establishment fledged 
to submit to these things ? 

A. —They accept and hold their benefices on condition of 
obedience to the law. 

Q. 3C8.— Are they not at liberty, however, to preach the 
Gospel in all its fulness ? 

A. —No; they cannot, as upright men, teach the unmuti- 
lated doctrine of Scripture respecting Christ’s kingly office 
and his Headship in the Church. 

Q. 309.— Is not the interposition of civil authority in the 
government of the Church fitted also, in some degree, to neu¬ 
tralize the influence of the saving truths of the Gospel ? 

A .—It is. The full, free, and direct communion of the 
rulers of the Church with Christ himself, as speaking in the 
Word and guiding by the Spirit, cannot be interrupted, even 
in regard to matters of mere administration, without impairing 
the spirituality of the rulers, giving, in so far, a secular aspect 
to the Church, and, ultimately, more or less obstructing the 
flow of the vital stream from Him, without whom his servants 
and his people “ can do nothing.” 

Q. 370.— Has the Free Church of Scotland hail any rea¬ 
son to repent of the sacrifice she made for the Headship of 
Christ ? 

A, —She has not, indeed. Amid sore privations, which 
many of her office-bearers have endured, they have had the 
solace—and it has not been small—which a good conscience 
yields; the Church has been more than recompensed by the 
* See the Protest, Appendix, No, 111. 
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precious tokens of the favour of her glorious King which she 
has had the privilege to receive ; even her enemies have been 
obliged to confess that the Lord hath done great things for 
her; and rich experience enables her to say—“ Truly God is 
good to Israel.” 


CHAPTER IV. 

THE GOVERNMENT OF THE CHURCH. 


Section I.— The Office-IIearers of the Church. 

Q. 371.— Is the Free Church of Scotland a Presbyterian 
Church / 

A. —It is. 

Q. 3/2.— What do yon mean by that '( 

A .—That its government is in the hands of presbyters or 
elders. 

Q. 373.— Are these its only office-bearers ? 

./.—No ; there are deacons also. 

Q. 374.— Is there warrant in Scripture for any class of 
ordinary Church office-bearers besides presbyters and dea¬ 
cons ? 

A .—There is not. 

Q.‘ 373. —Are not bishops mentioned as ordinary office¬ 
bearers in the Church ? 

A .—They are; but bishops and presbyters are only differ¬ 
ent names for the same class of office-bearers. 

Q. 376. —What is the literal meaning of the word bi¬ 
shop? 

A .—Overseer or superintendent. 

Q. 377.— Does it ever occur in the sense of an overseer or 
superintendent of the pastors of the Church ? 

A. —Never. In Scripture, it always signifies an overseer of 
the flock. 



Q. 37t>.— Are there any texts in whie/i the translators oj 
the English Bible have substituted the meaning of the word 
bishop for the word itself ? 

A. —There are two remarkable ones. In Acts xx. 28, the 
Apostle Paul, addressing the elders or presbyters of Ephesus, 
says: “ Take heed to all the flock over which the Holy Ghost 
hath made you overseers ” (in the original, bishops) ; and the 
Apostle Peter says, in his exhortation to the presbyters of 
Asia (1 Pet. v. 2) : “Feed the flock of God which is among 
yon, taking the oversight thereof’ (in the original, doing the 
' work of bishops thereof), " not by constraint, but willingly.”* 

Q. 379.— What conclusion do these passages tend to re¬ 
garding the bishops and bresbyters of the New Testament ? 

A. —That the offices were identical. 

Q. 380.— Are these the only passages from which the iden¬ 
tity of bishops and presbyters appears ? 

A .—No ; it may be also inferred from Phil. i. 1, ( q) where 
the whole office-bearers of the Philippian Church are de¬ 
scribed as “ bishops and deaconsand from Tit. i. 5—7. (») 
where the terms “ ciders” and “bishops” are both applied to 
the same office. 

Q. 381.— What is the Popish and Prelalical view re¬ 
specting bishops and presbyters ? 

A. —That bishops are a distinct and superior class, ap¬ 
pointed to conduct the government of the Church; and that 
presbyters have no power of discipline or ordination. 

(r/) Phil. i. 1.—Paul and Timothcus, the servants of Jesus Christ, 
to all the saints in Christ Jesus which are at Philippi, with the 
bishops and deacons. 

(r) Titus i. 5—7-—For this cause left I thee in Crete, that thou 
shoudest set in order the things that are wanting, and ordain ciders 
in every city, as I had appointed thee; If any be blameless, the 
husband of one wife, having faithful children, not accused of riot, 
or unruly. For a bishop must be blameless, as the steward of God; 
not self-willed, not soon angry, not given to wine, no striker, not 
given to fdthy lucre. • 

* The natural bailings of the F.nglish translators, as members of the 
Church of Knglaiul, account fur these peculiar rendering's. 




Q. 382 .—Is the view thus given of the presbyter's office 
conformable to Scripture ? 

A .—It is not; presbyters are expressly recognised as the 
ordinary rulers of the Church, and administrators of its dis¬ 
cipline (s) they had an equal voice with the apostles them¬ 
selves in the Council of Jerusalem ( l) and they exercised the 
power of ordination. («) 


(.v) 1 Tim. v. 17-—Let the elders that rule well be counted wor¬ 
thy of double honour, especially they who labour in the word and 
doctrine. 1 Tim. iii. 3—5.—Not given to wine, no striker, not 
greedy of filthy lucre; but patient, not a brawler, not covetous; 
One that ruleth well his own house, having his children in subjec¬ 
tion with all gravity; For if a mini know not how to rule his own 
house, liow shall lie take care of the church of Cod. Ileb. xiii. 
7, 17-—Kemeiuber them which have the rule over you, who have 
spoken unto you the word of God : whose faith follow. Obey 
them that have the rule over you, and submit yourselves: for they 
watch for your souls, as they that must give account, that they may 
do it with joy, and not with grief: for this is unprofitable for you. 
1 Pet. v. 1—1.—The elders which are among you I exhort, who 
am also an elder, and a witness of the sufferings of Christ, and also 
a partaker of the glory that shall he revealed: Feed the flock of 
God which is among you, taking the oversight thereof) not bv con¬ 
straint, but willingly ; not for filthy lucre, but of a ready mind; 
Neither as being lords over God’s heritage, but being ensamples to 
the flock. And when the chief Shepherd shall appear, ye shall 
receive a crown of gloij that fadctli not away. 

(t) Acts xv. 2, 0.—When therefore Paul and Ilarnabas had no 
small dissension and disputation with them, they determined that 
Paul and Barnabas, and certain other of them, should go up to Je¬ 
rusalem unto the apostles and elders about this question. And the 
apostles and elders came together for to consider of this matter. 
Acts xvi. 4.—And as they went through the cities, they delivered 
them the decrees for to keep that were ordained of the apostles 
and elders which were at Jerusalem. 

(j») Acts xiii. 1—3.—Now there were in the church that was at 
Antioch, certain prophets and teachers; as Barnabas, and Simeon 
that was called Niger, and Lucius of Gyrene, and Manacn, which 
had been brought up with Iicrod the tetrareh, and Saul. As they 
ministered to the Lord, and fasted, the Holy Ghost said, separate, 
me Barnabas and Saul for the work whereunto I have called them. 
And when they had fasted and prayed, arid laid their hands on 
them, they sent them away. 1 Tim. iv. 14.—Neglect not the gift 
that is in thee, which was given thee by prophecy, with the laying 
on of the hands of the presbytery. 




Q. 383. —IVhat aft mission have Prelalists been obliged to 
make regarding the bishops and presbyters of the New Tes¬ 
tament ? 

A. —They admit that the name of bishops is a general one, 
given to all the teachers of the Church, and used, in some 
instances (v) when presbyters alone are intended. 

Q. 384.— To what conclusion does this shut them up ? 

A .—That while Scripture contains at least two formal and 
particular accounts of the qualifications necessary for the 
presbyter-bishop (w) and one account of the qualifications 
necessary for the deacon ( x) it contains no separate or special 

(v) Acts xx. 17, 28.—Ami from Miletus be sent to Ephesus, and 
called the elders of the church. Take heed therefore unto your¬ 
selves, and to all the flock, over the which the Holy Ghost hath 
made you overseers, to feed the church of God, which he hath 
purchased with his own blood. 

(w) 1 Tim. iii. 1— 7■ —This is a true saying, If a man desire the 
office of a bishop he desireth a good work. A bishop then must 
be blameless, the husband of one wife, vigilnrit, sober, ol' good 
behaviour, given to hospitality, apt to teach ; not given to wine, no 
striker, not greedy of filthy lucre; but patient, not a brawler, not 
covetous; One that ralcth well his own house, having his children 
in subjection with all gravity; (l f or if a man knoiv not how to 
rule his own house, how shall he take care of the church of God?) 
Not a novice, lest being lifted up with pride, he fall into the condem¬ 
nation of the devil. Moreover he must have a good report of them 
which are without; lest he fall into reproach and a snare of the 
devil. Tit. i. 5——For this cause left I thee in Crete, that thou 
shoudest set in order the things that are wanting, and ordain elders 
in every city, as I had appointed thee : If any be blameless, the 
husband of one wife, having faithful children, not accused of riot, 
or unruly. For a bishop must be blameless as the steward of God ; 
not self-willed, not soon angry, not given to wine, no striker, not 
given to filthy iucre; But a lover of hospitality, a lover of good 
men, sober, just, holy, temperate; Holding fast the faithful word, 
as he hath been taught, that he may be able by sound doctrine 
both to exhort and to convince the gainsayers. 

(a) 1 Tim. iii. 8—12.—Likewise must the deacons be grave, not. 
double-tongued, not given to much wine, not greedy of filthy lucre; 
holding the mystery of the faith in a pure conscience. And let 
these also first be proved; then let them use the office of a deacon, 
being found blameless. Even so must their wives be grave, not 
slanderers, sober, faithful in all things. Let the deacons be the 
husbands of otic wife, ruling their children and their own houses 
well. 
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account whatever of the qualifications necessary for the pre¬ 
late-bishop, who, according to them, is the most important 
functionary of all. 

Q. 385.— May the existence of an order superior to pres¬ 
byters be inferred from the mention of the angel in the epistles 
to the seven Churches in Asia ? 

A. —Certainly not. The word angel signifies a messenger, 
and is thus descriptive of every pastor as bearing the message 
of Christ. It may here denote the presbyter or elder presid¬ 
ing among his fellows for the time ; or it may be held to be 
put collectively for the ministry of the particular Churches, 
as the plural address in several of the epistles would seem to 
indicate, (y) It cannot, on any view, set aside the texts which 
ascribe the power of government and ordination to presbyters : 
nor may it be taken ns showing an order superior to presby¬ 
ters in the Churches of Asia, without implying that an incre¬ 
dible change had been made in their polity; because the First 
Epistle of Peter, which was directed, among others, to these 
very Churches, distinctly shows that, in Peter’s day, presby¬ 
ters had exclusive charge of the government of them all. if) 

(y) Rev. ii. 10, 13, 24, 25.—Fear none of those things which 
thou shalt suffer: behold, the devil shall east some of you into 
prison, that ye may be tried; and ye shall have tribulation ten days; 
be thou faithful unto deatlPand, I will give thee a crown of life. 
I know thy works, and where thou dwellest, even where Satan’s 
seat is: and thou holdest fast my name, and hast not denied my 
faith, even in those days wherein Antipas was my faithful martyr, 
who was slain among you, where Satan dwelleth. Hut unto you 
I say, and unto the rest in Thyatira, as many as have not this doc¬ 
trine, and which have not known the depths of Satan, as they 
speak; I will put upon you none other burden. But that which 
ye have already hold fast till I come. 

(z) 1 Pet. i. 1, compared with Chap. v. 1—4.—Peter, an apostle 
of Jesus Christ, to the strangers scattered throughout Pontus, 
Galatia, Cappadocia, Asia and Bithynia. The ciders which are 
among you 1 exhort, who am also an elder, and a witness of the 
sufferings of Christ, and also a partaker of the glory that shall be 
revealed. Feed the flock of God which is among you, taking the 
oversight thereof, not by constraint, but willingly; not for filthy 
lucre, but of a ready mind; neither as being lord’s over God's 
heritage, but being ensamples to the flock. And when the chief 

X. 
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Q. 386.— Were there any extraordinary office-bearers in 
the primitive Church ? 

A. —Yes; there were three classes of them—apostles, 
prophets, and evangelists, (a) 

Q. 387.— On what grounds do you say that these were 
extraordinary office-bearers ? 

A .—No provision was made for their continuance in the 
Church, as there was for that of presbyters or bishops, and 
deacons, (b) They possessed extraordinary qualifications and 
powers ( c ) and they were obviously given for the purpose of 
introducing the Gospel dispensation. 

Q. 388.— Did our Lord’s appointment of apostles imply 
the institution of a permanent order superior to presbyters ? 

A. —There is no reason for supposing it. The apostles 
were inspired; they had the power of working miracles and 
the gift of tongues, and could convey that power and gift by 
the imposition of their hands (d) and it was a necessary qua- 


Shepherd shall appear, ye shall receive a crown of glory that fadeth 
not away. 

t«) Eph. iv. 11.—And he gave some, apostles ; and some, pro¬ 
phets ; and some, evangelists; and some, pastors and teachers. 

(6) 1 Tim. iii. 1—13.—See the Bible. Titus i. 5—!).—For this 
cause left I thee in Crete, that thou sliouldcst set in order the 
things that are wanting, and ordain elders in every city, as I had 
appointed thee : If any be blamelesf, the husband of one wife, 
having faithful children, not accused of riot, or unruly. For a 
bishop must be blameless, as the steward of God; not self-willed, 
not soon angry, not given to wine, no striker, not given to filthy 
lucre; But a lover of hospitality, a lover of good men, sober, just, 
holy, temperate; Holding fast the faithful word, as he hath been 
taught, that he may be able by sound doctrine both to exhort and 
to convince the gainsayers. 1 Pet. v. 1— 4. —See letter ( z ) preced¬ 
ing. 

(c) 1 Cor. xii. 8—10.—For to one is given, by the Spirit, the word 
of wisdom; to another the word of knowledge, by the same Spirit; 
to another faith, by the same Spirit; to another the gifts of heal¬ 
ing, by the same Spirit; to another the working of miracles; to 
another prophecy; to another discerning of spirits; to another 
divers kinds of tongues; to another the interpretation of tongues. 

(d) Acts viii. 17, 18.—Then laid they their hands on them, and 
they received the Holy Ghost. And when Simon saw, that through 
laying on of the apostle’s hands the Holy Ghost was given, he 
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lification for their office to have personally seen the Lord, (e) 
Their office was, therefore, temporary; and, except in the 
capacity of presbyters, which all of them sustained (f) they 
had no successors. 

Q. 389.— What office was held by Timothy and Titus ? 

A .—They appear to have been evangelists, or missionaries ; 
and, as such, to have had no fixed charge, labouring as itine¬ 
rant preachers, planting and organizing Churches among the 
Heathen, and ordaining native pastors over them. 

Q. 390.— liy whom was Timothy ordained to his office / 

A .—He is expressly said to have been ordained by a body 
of presbyters. (<j) 

Q. 391.— Bid the Apostle Paid assist at the ordination 
of Timothy ? 

A. —We are not certainly informed that he did; but, if 
such was the case, it was in his capacity of a presbyter; for 
it was as a presbytery, or body of presbyters, that the ordain- 
ers of Timothy were associated. 

Q. 392.— What is meant by “ the gift of God,” which 
Timothy was exhorted to stir up, and which was in him by the 
laying on of Paul’s hands ? (A) 

offered them money. Arts xix. 6.—And when Paul had laid his hands 
upon them, the Holy Ghost came on them; and they spake with 
tongues and prophesied. 

(e) Acts i. 21, 22.—Wherefore of these men which have com- 
panied with us all the time that the Lord Jesus went in and out 
among us, Beginning from the baptism of John, unto that same 
day that he was taken up from us, must one be ordained to be a 
witness with us of his resurrection. 1 Cor. ix. 1.—Be ye followers 
of me, even as I also am of Christ. 

(/) 1 Pd. v. 1.-—The elders which are among you I exhort, who 
am also an elder, and a witness of the sufferings of Christ, and also 
a partaker of the glory that shall be revealed. 2 John 1.—The 
elder unto the elect lady and her children, whom I love in the truth. 
3 John 1.—The elder unto the well-beloved Gains, whom I love in 
the truth. 

i'j) 1 Tim. iv. 14.—Neglect not the gift that is in thee, which 
was given thee by prophecy, with the laying on of the hands of the 
presbytery. 

(A) 2 Tim. i. 6.—Wherefore I put thee in remembrance that thou 

K 2 
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A .—It probably signifies the extraordinary influences of 
the Holy Ghost, which the apostles alone had the power of 
imparting. 

Q. 393 .—IIow many kinds of presbyters are there ? 

A. —Two—pastors, and ruling elders, who assist the pas¬ 
tors in the government of the Church, (f) 

Q. 394 .—What is the nature of the deacon's office ? 

A .—To care for the poor, and to assist the other oflice- 
bearers in receiving and disbursing the funds of the Church. 

O') 

Q. 395 .—Does it not belong to the deacons alone to ad¬ 
minister the secular affairs of the Church ? 

A .—The greater office always includes the less (A) the 
presbyter may, therefore, as a deacon, take part, when it is ne¬ 
cessary, in conducting “ the outward business of the house of 
Godand we find, in point of fact, that, after deacons as a 


stir up the gift of God, which is in thee by the putting on of my 
hands. 

(i) 1 Tim. v. 17.—Let the elders that rule well be counted worthy 
of double honour, especially they who labour in the word and doc¬ 
trine. 1 Cor. xii. 28.—And God hath set some in the church, 
first, apostles; secondarily, prophets; thirdly, teachers; after that, 
miracles; then gifts of healings, helps, governments, diversities of 
tongues. Rom. xii. 8.—Or he that exhorteth, on exhortation : he 
that giveth, let him do it with simplicity, he that rulcth, with dili¬ 
gence ; he that shewetli mercy with cheerfulness. 

(j) Acts vi. 1— 4. —And in those days, when the number of dis¬ 
ciples was multiplied, there arose a murmuring of the Grecians 
against the Hebrews, because their widows were neglected in the 
daily ministration. Then the twelve called the multitude of the 
disciples unto them, and said, It is not reason that we should leave 
the word of God, and serve tables. Wherefore, brethren, look ye 
out among you seven men of honest report, full of the Holy Ghost 
and wisdom, whom we may appoint over this business. But we 
will give ourselves continually to prayer, and to the ministry of the 
word. Acts xi. 29, 30.—Then the disciples, every man according 
to his ability, determined to send relief unto the brethren which 
dwelt in Judea: which also they did, and sent it to the elders by 
the hands of Barnabas and Saul. 

(k) 1 Pet. v. 1.—The elders which are among you I exhort, who 
am also an elder. 2 John 1.—The elder unto the elect lady and 
her children. 
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separate order had been introduced, the superior office-bearers 
continued to attend to it, the deacons assisting, but not super¬ 
seding them. (/) 

Q. 396. —Is the preaching of the Gospel ang part of the 
duty of a deacon ? 

A. —The deacon, as such, has no authority to preach or to 
rule in the Church; but persons holding that office may, of 
course, if qualified, be admitted to a higher one. (in) 

Q. 397. —May the functions of ecclesiastical office he as¬ 
sumed without Christ’s warrant and call ? 

A.—No. 0) 

398.' —By whom are the office-bearers of particular 
congregations to he elected ? 

A .—By the members of the Church in these congrega¬ 
tions. (o) 

(l ) Acts xi. 29, 30. —See letter ( j ) in question 394. Acts xxiv. 
17- —Now after many years, I came to bring alms to my nation and 
offerings. 1 Cor. xvi. 1— 3. —Now concerning the collection for 
the saints, ns 1 have given order to the churches of Galatia, even so 
do ye. Upon the first day of the week let every one of you lay by 
him in store, as God hath prospered him, that there be no gather¬ 
ings when l come. And when I come, whomsoever ye shall approve 
by your letters, them will I send to bring your liberality unto Jeru¬ 
salem. 2 Cor. Chapters viii. and ix. 

( m ) Acts xxi. 8.—And the next day, we that were, of Paul’s com¬ 
pany departed, and came unto Gcsarea: and we entered into the 
house of Philip the evangelist, which was one of the seven; and 
abode with him. 

(») ltd), v. 4.—And no man taketh this honour unto himself, 
but he that is called of God, as was Aaron. 

(o) Acts i. 15—23. —And in those days Peter stood up in the 
midst of the disciples, and said, (the number of the names together 
were about an hundred and twenty,) Men and brethren, this scrip¬ 
ture must needs have been fulfilled, which the Iloly Ghost by the 
mouth of David spake before concerning Judas, which was guide to 
them that took Jesus. For he was numbered with us, and had 
obtained part of this ministry. Now this man purchased a field 
with the reward of iniquity; and falling headlong, he burst asunder 
in the midst, and all his bowels gushed out. And it was known 
unto all the dwellers at Jerusalem; insomuch as that field is culled 
in their proper tongue, Aceldama, that is to say, the field of blood. 
For it is written in the book of Psalms, Let his habitation be 
desolate, and let no man dwell therein: and, his bishopric let 
k 3 
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Q. 39 !).—By whom are the qualifications of the persons 
thus elected to he finally judged of? 

A .—By the rulers of the Church, (p) 

Q. 400 .—In what manner are the office-bearers of the 
Church to be set apart to their duties ? 

A .—By ordination. (//) 


Section II.— The Judicatories of the Church. 

Q. 401 .—Did you say that the Free Church is called a 
Presbyterian Church because it is governed by presbyters ? 

A. —Yes. 


another take. Wherefore of these men which have eompanied 
with us all the time that the Lord Jesus went in and out among us. 
Beginning from the baptism of John, unto that same day that he 
was taken up from us, must one be ordained to be a witness with 
us of his resurrection. And they appointed two, Joseph called 
llarsabas, who was sur-named Justus, and Matthias. Acts vi. 
1—3.—And in those days, when the number of the disciples were 
multiplied, there arose a murmuring of the Grecians against the 
Hebrews, because their widows were neglected in the daily ministra¬ 
tion. Then the twelve called the multitude of the disciples unto 
them, and said, It is not reason that we should leave the word of 
God, and serve tables. Wherefore, brethren, look ye out among 
you seven men of honest report, full of the Holy Ghost and wis¬ 
dom, whom we may appoint over this business. Acts xiv. 23.—And 
when they had ordained them elders in every church, and had pray¬ 
ed with fasting, they commended them to the Lord, on whom they 
believed. 

(p) 1 Tim. v. 22 .—Lay hands suddenly on no man, neither be 
partaker of other men’s sins. 

(ip Acts vi. 3, 6.—Wherefore, brethren, look ye out among yon 
seven men of honest report, full of the Iloly Ghost and wisdom, 
whom we may appoint over this business. Whom they set before the 
apostles; and when they had prayed they laid their hands on them. 
Acts xiii. 1—3.—Now there were in the church that was at Antioch 
certain prophets and teachers, as Barnabas and Simeon that was 
called Niger Mid Lucius of Gyrene, and Mauuen, which had been 
brought up with Ilcrod the tetrarch, and Saul. As they ministered 
to the Lord, and fasted, the Holy Ghost said, Separate me Barnabas 
aud Saul for the work wliercimto I have called them. And when 
they had fasted and prayed, and laid their hands on them, they sent 
them away. 1 Tim. iv. 14.—Neglect not the gift that is in tliee, 
which was given thee by prophecy, with the laying on of the hands 
of the presbytery. 
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Q. 402. —What is the Scripture name for a body of pres¬ 
byters ? 

A .—A presbytery. (>•) 

Q. 403.— Ought there to be more than one presbyter in 
each congregation ? 

A. —There ought, if possible, to be several presbyters in 
each congregation. (#) 

Q. 404.— Does the government of a congregation belong to 
the congregational presbytery or eldership ? 

A.— Yes. 

Q. 405. —Is it not maintained by some that the govern¬ 
ment of a congregation belongs to the members of the same ? 

A .—It is. 

Q. 400. —llow do you prove that the eldership or congre¬ 
gational presbytery is the body in whose hands the govern¬ 
ment is vested ? 

A .—By several arguments. 

Q. 407. —What is the first ? 

A .—That the general power of the keys was given by 
Christ, not to the members, but to the apostles and pastors 
of the Church. If). 

Q. 408. —What is the second ? 

A .—That the presbyters of the Church are called by a 
variety of names, which convey the idea that the government 
belongs to them ; such as, pastors, bishops or overseers, stew¬ 
ards, and governments, (it) 


(r) 1 Tim. iv. 14.—See letter (»/) preceding. 

(s) Acts xiv. 23.—And when they had ordained them elders in 
every church, and had prayed with fasting, they commended them 
to the Lord on whom they believed. 

(t) Matt. xvi. 10.—And 1 will give unto thee the keys of the 
kingdom of heaven and whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth shall 
he bound in heaven; and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth 
shall be loosed in heaven. 

(«) Eph. iv. 11.—And he gave some, apostles; and some, prophets; 
and some, evangelists; and some, pastors and teachers. 1 Cor. xii. 
28.—And God hath set some in the chureh, first apostles; secon¬ 
darily prophets; thirdly teachers; after that miracles; then gifts of 
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Q. 40 !).—What is your third argument ? 

A .—That Christ’s instructions for the government of the 
Church are addressed to office-bearers, and not to the mem¬ 
bers thereof. (») 

Q. 410 .—What is your fourth argument ? 

A. —That the various brauches of Church power and au¬ 
thority are severally committed, not to the members, but to 
the pastors and presbyters of the Church. 

First, To the pastors and presbyters the dogmatical power 
is committed, (w) 

Secondly, The power of order is committed to them, (a) 


healings, helps, governments, diversities of tongues. Titus i. 7-— 
For a bishop, must he blameless, its the steward of God; not self- 
willed, not soon angry, not given to wine, no striker, not given to 
filthy lucre. 

(v) Rom. xii. 8.—Or he that exliortet.h, on exhortation ; he that 
giveth, let him do it with simplicity ; he that ruleth, with diligence; 
he that shewetli mercy with cheerfulness. 1 Tim. v. 20—22 .— 
Them that sin rebuke before all, that others also may fear. 1 
charge thee before God, and the Lord Jesus Christ, and the elect 
angels, that thou observe these things without preferring one before 
another, doing nothing by partiality. Lay hands suddenly on no 
man neither be partaker of other men’s sins : keep thyself pure. 
Titus iii. 10.—A man that is an heretic after the first and second 
admonition reject. 1 Pet. v. ,'i.—Neither as being lords over God’s 
heritage, but being ensamples to the flock. 

(to) Mark xvi. 15.—And he said unto them, Go ye into all the 
world, and preach the gospel to every creature. 1 Cor. iv. 1, 2. — 
Let a mau so account of us, as of the ministers of Christ, and 
stewards of the mysteries of God. Moreover, it is -required in 
stewards, that a man be found faithful. Acts xv. 2, 6 .—When 
therefore Paul and Barnabas had no small dissension and disputation 
with them, they determined that Paul and Barnabas, and certain 
other of them should go up to Jerusalem, unto the apostles and 
elders, about this question. And the apostles and elders came 
together for to consider of this matter. Acts xvi. 4.—And as they 
went through the cities, they delivered them the decrees for to 
keep, that were ordained of the apostles and elders which were at 
Jerusalem. 

(a) Acts xxi. 18—26.—And the day following Paul went in with 
us unto James; and all the elders were present. And when he had 
saluted them, he declared particularly what things God had wrought 
among the Gentiles by his ministry. And when they heard it. 
they glorified the Lord, and said unto him. Thou scest, brother. 
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Thirdly, To them is given the power of discipline, other¬ 
wise called the power of binding and loosing, (y) 

Fourthly, To them is given the power of ordination, (z) 

Q. 411. What is your fifth argument ? 

A. —That the commission authoritatively to declare the 
mind of Christ respecting all the affairs of his Church was 
given, not to the members, but to the pastors and presbyters 
of the Church, (a) 


how many thousands of Jews there are which believe; and they 
are all zealous of the law: And they are informed of thee, that 
thoi’ teachest all the Jews which are among the Gentiles to forsake 
Moses, saying that they ought not to circumcise their children, 
neither to walk after the customs. What is it therefore? The 
multitude must needs come together: for they will hear that thou 
art come. Do therefore this that we say to thee: we have four 
men which have a vow on them; Them take, and purify thyself 
with them, and be at charges with them, that they may shave their 
heads: and all may know, that those things, whereof they were 
informed concerning thee, are nothing; but that thou thyself also 
walkest orderly, and keepest the law. As touching the Gentiles 
which believe, we have written and concluded that they observe no 
such thing, save only that they keep themselves from things offered 
to idols, and from blood, and from strangled, and from fornication. 
Then Paul took the men, and the next day purifying himself with 
them, entered into the temple, to signify the accomplishment of 
the days of purification, until that an offering should be offered for 
every one of them. Titus i. 5.—For this cause left I thee in Crete, 
that thou shouldest set in order the things that are wanting and 
ordain elders in every city, as I had appointed thee. 

(y) Matt. xvi. ID.—And I will give unto thee the keys of the 
kingdom of heaven : and whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth, shall 
be bound in heaven; and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth 
shall be loosed in heaven. Matt, xviii. 19.—Again I say unto you. 
That if two of you shall agree on earth as touching any thing that 
they shall ask, it shall be done for them of my Father which is in 
heaven. John xx. 23. —Whose soever sins ye remit, they are 
remitted unto them; and whose soever sins ye retain, they are 
retained. Titus iii. 10.—A man that is an heretic, after the first 
and second admonition reject. 

(z) 1 Tim. iv. 14.—Neglect not the gift that is in thee, which 
was given thee by prophecy, with the laying on of the hands of the 
presbytery. 2 Tim. ii. 2.—And the things that thou hast heard of 
me among many witnesses, the same commit thou to faithful men, 
who shall be able to teach others also. 

(a) Matt, xxviii. 18—20.—And Jesus came and spake unto them. 
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Q. 412.— Was not tke commission to that effect yivcn 
exclusively to the apostles ? 

A. —No.—The apostles alone were appointed infallibly 
to declare the mind of Christ; but ordinary presbyters are 
appointed authoritatively to declare it out of the Scriptures. 
At the same time, this authority is not absolute or lordly, and 
binds the conscience only in so far as the mind of Christ is 
truly declared. 

Q. 413.— What is your sixth argument ? 

A. —Instead of the members of the Church being intrust¬ 
ed with the power and function of self-government, the duty 
imposed upon them is obedience and submission to their 
pastors and spiritual rulers. (li) 

Q. 414.— Have you any other argument? 

A. —It may, in fine, be added, that there is no instance of 
the office-bearers of the Church being told to obey the injunc¬ 
tions, or to give effect to the decisions, of Church or congre¬ 
gational meetings, although there is more than one special 
address to them on the duties they ought to discharge. (<•) 

Q. 415.— What are we to understand by our Lord's direc¬ 
tion to “ Tell it unto the Church ? ” (Matt, xviii. 17). 


saying. All power is given unto me in heaven ami in earth. Go ye 
therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost; Teaching them to 
observe all things whatsoever 1 have commanded you: and lo, 
I am with you alway, even unto the end of the world. Acts xx. 
27.—For I have not shunned to declare unto you all the counsel 
of God. 2 Tim. ii. 2.—And the things that thou hast heard of 
me among many witnesses, the same commit thou to faithful men, 
who shall be able to teach others also. 

( b ) 1 Thcss. v. 12, 13.—And we beseech you, brethren, to know 
them which labour among you, and are over you in the Lord, and 
admonish you; And to esteem them very highly in love for the 
work’s sake. Heb. xiii. 17.—Obey them that have the rule over 
you, and submit yourselves : for they watch for your souls, as they 
that must give account; that they may do it with joy, and not 
with grief: for that is unprofitable for you. 

(c) Acts xx. 17.—And from Miletus he sent to Ephesus, and 
called the elders of the church. (See also the address, from verses 
28 to 35 of the same chapter.) 1 Pet. v. 1—11.—See the Bible. 
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A .—In consistency with the place assigned in other Scrip¬ 
tures to the presbyters of the Church, and the functions 
vested in them, as well as with a common and natural form 
of speech, we are to understand that a matter of discipline is 
submitted to the Church, when it is brought before the offi¬ 
cial representatives and rulers of the Church. 

Q. 41G. —Was it practicable to obey our Lord's precept 
otherwise than according to this view of it, in the case of 
some of the Churches of which the Scriptures inform us? 

A. —No. The Church of Jerusalem had three thousand 
members added to it on one occasion, and five thousand on 
another ; and at a subsequent period, wo find it consisting of 
“ many myriads'’ of people. (Acts xxi. 20.) “ How many 

thousands” is, in the original, “ how many tnyriads and a 
myriad consisted of ten thousand. 

Q. 417 .—How do you explain the case of the incestuous 
person, as recorded in 1 Cor. v. 1—5, and 2 Cor. ii. 6, 7 ? 

A .—It simply amounts to this, that the guilty individual 
was to be publicly excommunicated ; and that, as the sentence 
implied separation from all Christian fellowship, while it must 
have been pronounced by the elders of the Church, it could 
not be fully executed without the concurrent action of the 
members ; and the penalty, from its very nature, was, there¬ 
fore, “inflicted of many.” 

Q. 418 .—May there not be a distinction between an au¬ 
thoritative judgment and a concurrent judgment of approval 
and acclamation ? 

A .—Such a distinction there is ( d) and an example of it 
seems to be afforded in the case of the judgment in the con- 


(d) Matt. xix. 28.—And Jesus said unto them. Verily I say unto 
you. That ye which have followed me, in the regeneration, when 
the Son of man shall sit in the throne of his glory, ye also shall sit 
upon twelve thrones, judging the twelve tribes of Israel. 1 Cor. 
vi. 2.—Do ye not know that the saints shall judge the world ? and 
if the world shall he judged by you, are ye unworthy to judge the 
smallest matters ? 
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troversy about circumcision (e) which was the judgment, autho¬ 
ritatively, of the apostles and ciders ( f) and appears to have 
been the judgment, by approval and acclamation, of a numer¬ 
ous audience of disciples (g) 

Q. 419 .—What name is now given to the hody of presby¬ 
ters in a single congregation ? 

A .—They are called the session, or congregational eldership. 

Q. 420 .—Is there any Scripture warrant for judicatories 
of a higher order ? 

A. —Yes. The disciples at Jerusalem, at Antioch, at Ephe¬ 
sus, and at Corinth, were so numerous, and had so many 
pastors who laboured among them (A) the languages spoken 


(e) Acts xv. 1.—And certain men which came down from Judea 
taught the brethren, and said, Except ye be circumcised after the 
manner of Moses, ye cannot be saved. 

(/) Acts xv. 2.—When therefore Paul and Barnabas had no 
small dissension and disputation with them, they determined that 
Paul and Barnabas, and certain other of them, should go up to Je¬ 
rusalem unto the apostles and elders about this question. Acts 
xvi. 4.—And as they went through the cities, they delivered them 
the decrees for to keep, that were ordained of the apostles and 
elders which were at Jerusalem. 

(g) Acts xv. 12, 22.—Then all the multitude kept silence and 
gave audience to Barnabas and Paul, declaring what miracles and 
wonders God had wrought among the Gentiles by them. Then 
pleased it the apostles and elders, with the whole church, to send 
chosen men of their own company to Antioch with Paul and Bar¬ 
nabas ; namely, Judas surnamed Barsabas, and Silas, chief men 
among the brethren. 

(A) Acts ii. 41, 47.—Then they that gladly received his word 
were baptized: and the same day there were added to them about 
three thousand souls. And the Lord added to the church daily 
such as should be saved, iv. 4.—Howhcit many of them which 
heard the word believed; and the number of the men was about 
five thousand, v. 14.—And believers were the more added to 
the Lord, multitudes both of men and women, vi. 7.—Anil the 
word of God increased Hand the number of the disciples multiplied 
in Jerusalem greatly; and a great company of the priests were obe¬ 
dient to the faith, xxi. 20.—And when they heard it, they glorified 
the Lord, and said unto him. Thou seest, brother, how many thou¬ 
sands of Jews there are which believe j and they are all zealous of 
the law. xi. 21—27.—And the hand of the Lord was with them: 
and a great number believed, and turned unto the Lord. Then tid¬ 
ings of these things came unto the ears of the church which was 
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were so various—and the practice of holding Christian assem¬ 
blies in upper chambers, school-rooms, and private houses, 
necessarily so much prevailed (i) —that there must have been 
a number of congregations in each of these places; while we 
know, at the same time, that these congregations formed but 
one Church at Jerusalem, at Antioch, at Ephesus, and at 
Corinth respectively, and were united under one presbyterial 
government. 

in Jerusalem: anil they sent forth Barnabas, that he should go as 
far as Antioch. Who, when he came, and had seen the grace of God, 
was j.iad, and exhorted them all, that with purpose of heart they 
would cleave unto the Lord. For he was a good man, and full of 
the Holy Ghost and of faith : and much people was added unto the 
Lord. Then departed Barnabas to Tarsus, for to seek Saul: And 
when he had found him, he brought him unto Antioch. And in 
these days came prophets from Jerusalem unto Antioch, xix. 8, 
10, 17—20.—And he went into the synagogue, and spake boldly 
for the space of three months, disputing and persuading the things 
concerning the kingdom of God. And this continued by the space 
of two years ; so that all they which dwelt in Asia heard the word 
of the Lord Jesus, both Jews and Greeks. And this was known to 
all the Jews and Greeks also dwelling at F.plicsus; and fear fell on 
them all, and the name of the Lord Jesus was magnified. And 
many that believed came, and confessed, and shewed their deeds. 
Many of them also which used curious arts brought their books 
together, and burned them before all men : and they counted the 
price of them, and found it fifty thousand pieces of silver. So 
mightily grew the word of God and prevailed. 

(i) Acts xii. 12.—And when he had considered the thing, he 
came to the house of Mary the mother of John, whose surname 
was Mark; where many were gathered together praying, xix. 
9.—But when divers were hardened, and believed not, but spake 
evil of that way before the multitude, he departed from them, and 
separated the disciples, disputing daily in the school of one 
Tyrannus. xx. 8.—And there were many lights in the upper 
cnamber, where they were gathered together. 1 Cor. xiv. 34.—Let 
your women keep silence in the churches: for it is not permitted 
unto them to speak; but they are commanded to be under obedi¬ 
ence, as also saith the law. xvi. 19.—The churches of Asia 
salute you. Aquila and Priscilla salute you much in the Lord, 
with the church that is in their house. Bom. xvi. 5.—Likewise 
greet the church that is in their house. Col. iv. 15.—Salute the 
brethren which are in Laodicea, and Nymphas, and the church 
which is in his house. Philcm. 2.—And to our beloved Apphia, 
and Archippus our fellow-soldier, and to the church in thy house. 
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Q. 421.— Is there Scripture precedent for Church courts 
of a wore general nature still ? 

A. —There is. Such precedent is afforded by the synod or 
council of Jerusalem, described iu Acts v. 

Q. 422. —Were the resolutions of that assembly authori¬ 
tative and binding ? 

A. —Yes; they were “ decrees,” and were binding on all 
the Churches of Christ. (?) 

Q. 42.'i.— Were the resolutions inspired f 

A .—No : the mind of the Spirit, which they expressed (/c) 
was arrived at by discussion, by consideration of facts, and by 
reference to the written Word (!) and uninspired presbyters 
i aited with the apostles in passing them. If the matter at 
issue had been to be determined by special revelation, there 
v ould have been no debate (m) and a single apostle might 
i.ave settled it. 

Q. 424. —Ilow was the synod composed f 

A .—Of the twelve apostles, who, from their peculiar office, 
stood related, not to the Church at Jerusalem merely, but to 
,;>• the Churches of Christ; of the presbyters of Jerusalem; 
it tiie commissioners from Antioch; and there may have been 
presbyters from other Churches. 

Q. 425. —Was it not by the whole Church of Jerusalem 
that the decrees were enacted ? 

A. —No; the Church of Jerusalem, as such, could have no 
authority to enact decrees by which sister Churches were to 
he bound. The whole Church, literally, embracing all its 
members, of both sexes and of every age, cannot possibly have 
been present; but the whole Church assembled—the believ- 


( /) Acts xvi. 4.—And as they went through the cities, they 
delivered them the decrees for to keep, that were ordained of the 
apostles and elders which were at Jerusalem. 

(, k ) Acts xv. 28.—For it seemed good to the Holy Ghost, and to 
ns, to lav upon you no greater burden than these necessary things. 
(1) Acts xv.—See the Bible, from verse 6 to 21. 

{in) Acts xv. 7-—And when there had been much disputing, 
Peter rose up and said unto them. 
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iug onlookers—joined their judgment of approbation to the 
judgment of authority pronounced by the synod. (/<) 

Q. 42ti.— Is it not manifestly conducice to justice that 
there should he courts of review and synodical assemblies to 
appeal to, especially in cases where it happens that local feel¬ 
ings run high, and local prejudices are strong ? 

A. —It^p. 

Q. 427.— Is it not the duty of Christ's Churches to en¬ 
gage themselves in missionary toorlc both at home and abroad f 

A .—A main part of their business ought to consist in car¬ 
rying on missionary operations. 

Q. 428.— Is the Presbyterian form of government, with if* 
gradation of courts, well adapted for enabling Christian 
Churches to attend to the propagation of the Gospel ? 

A .—Yes ; and the Churches within the British dominions 
which, as such, carry on Christian missions, are chiefly, if not 
exclusively, Churches having a Presbyterian organization, or 
what is equivalent to it; while others, who have not the 
scriptural machinery of Presbyterianism, find it necessary to 
have recourse to the modern expedient of missionary societies, 
in which membership is acquired by a pecuniary contribution, 
and by which committees of their number are appointed to 
call forth and direct the efforts of Christ’s disciples, to devise, 
and apply the appropriate means, and to look out and train 
the fitting agents for accomplishing the great ecclesiastical 
work of the evangelization of the world. 

(») Acts xv. 22, 2.'!.—Then pleased it the apostles and elders, 
with the whole church, to send chosen men of their own company 
to Antioch, with Paul and Barnabas; namely, Judas surnamed 
llarsabas, and Silas, chief men among the brethren: And they 
wrote letters by them after this manner; The apostles, and elders, 
and brethren, send greeting unto the brethren which are of the 
Gentiles in Antioch, and Syria, and Cilicia. 




